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INTERNATIONAL  OIL  ALLOCATION 

DOE/ERA  proposes  to  issue  supply  orders  to  persons  subject 
to  U.S.  jurisdiction  who  are  engaged  in  producing,  transporting, 
refining,  distributing  or  storing  petroleum;  comments  by 
3-21-78;  requests  to  speak  by  3-6-78  .  6794 

1979  AND  LATER  MODEL  YEAR 
AUTOMOBILES 

ERA  proposes  to  improve  fuel  economy  information  proce¬ 
dures;  comments  by  4-3-78;  meetings:  3-2,  3-9,  and 


3-10-78 .  6817 

EMPTY  CANADIAN  TANK  CARS 

DOT/MTB  allows  cars  to  be  returned  from  the  United  States  to 
Canada  if  transported  in  conformity  with  CTC  regulations; 
effective  2-16-78  .  6786 

BIRD  FOUNDATION  FOR  INDUSTRIAL  R  &  D 
PROPOSALS 

Commerce/Secy  invites  United  States  and  Israeli  firms  to 
submit  joint  proposals .  6828 

PRESERVATION  OF  CONSUMERS’  CLAIMS 
AND  DEFENSES 

FTC  publishes  presiding  officer’s  report  regarding  proposed 
amendment  to  trade  regulation  rule .  6810 


FIDUCIARY  POWERS  OF  NATIONAL  BANKS 
AND  COLLECTIVE  INVESTMENT  FUNDS 

Treasury /Comptroller  prohibits  use  of  material  inside  informa¬ 
tion  in  connection  with  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  security; 
effective  3-20-78 .  6759 

FEDERAL  LAND  BANK  AND  PRODUCTION 
CREDIT  ASSOCIATION  LOANS 

Farm  Credit  Administration  proposes  to  amend  regulations 
setting  forth  eligibility  requirements;  comments  by  3-15-78  ....  6791 

LOANS  SECURED  BY  REAL  ESTATE 

Treasury /Comptroller  proposes  to  revise  selected  Interpretive 
Rulings;  comments  by  3-20--78 .  6801 

SECURE  COMMUNICATIONS  SYSTEM 

FCC  provides  for  use  of  digital  voice  modulation;  effective 
3-23-78 .  6779 

INTERIM  DIGITAL  EMISSION  LIMITATION 
STANDARD 

FCC  proposes  to  replace  the  low  pass  audio  filtering  require¬ 
ments;  comments  by  8-16-78;  reply  comments  by  10-16-78..  6822 
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publication. 
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HIGHLIGHTS — Continued 


PIPELINE  SAFETY 

DOT/MTB  permits  conversion  of  existing  pipelines  to  liquid 
service  without  meeting  the  design  and  construction  require¬ 
ments  applicable  to  s  new  pipeline;  effective  3-1 7-78  .  6786 

BRANDING  OF  WILD  FREE-ROAMING 
HORSES  AND  BURROS 

Interior/BLM  announces  use  of  the  International  Alpha  Angle 
System  for  marking  in  effect  by  4-1-78  .  6842 

PRIVACY  ACT 

DOD/Air  Force  proposes  to  amend  access  regulations;  com¬ 
ments  by  3-20-78  .  6813 

DOD/DNA  amends  a  system  of  records;  comments  by 
3-20-78;  effective  3-20-78  .  6829 

Postal  Service  amends  a  system  of  records;  comments  by 
3-17-78 .  6849 

MEETINGS— 

DOD/Secy:  Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on  Counter- 
Corr.if'unications,  Command  and  Control  (C^,  3-14  and 
3-15-78  .  6831 

State:  Advisory  Panel  on  Academic  Music  of  the  Advisory 

Committee  on  Music.  3-6-78 .  6857 


Study  Group  7  of  the  U.S.  Organization  for  the  Internation¬ 
al  Radio  Consultative  Committee,  3-15-78 .  6858 

Study  Group  1  of  the  U.S.  Organization  of  the  Internation¬ 
al  Telegraph  and  Telephone  Consultative  Committee 

(CCITT),  3-9-78  .  6857 

Study  Group  4  of  the  U.S.  Organization  of  the  Internation-  * 
al  Telegraph  and  Telephone  Consultative  Committee 

(CCITT).  3-9-78 .  6858 

U.S.  Arms  Control  and  Disarmament  Agency  (ACDA):  Gen¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee,  3-9  and  3-10-78 .  6865 

CHANGED  MEETING— 

Copyrighted  Works,  New  Technological  Uses  National  Com¬ 
mission  (CONTU),  2-16  and  2-17-78 .  6847 


HEARINGS— 

SEC:  Accounting  practices  for  persons  engaged  in  the 
production  of  crude  oil  or  natural  gas;  comments  to 
Release  No.  33-5892  by  2-24-78;  request  to  make  pre¬ 
sentation  by  3-3-78;  text  or  outline  of  presentation  by 
3-22-78;  additional  comments  by  5-19-78 .  6810 

RESCHEDULED  HEARINGS— 

CAB:  Peanut  Fare  Investigation;  2-4-78  is  postponed .  6826 

SEPARATE  PARTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

Part  II.  DOT/CG . ! .  6906 
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STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

International  Radio  Consulta¬ 
tive  Committee;  Study 


Group  7  .  6858 

International  Telegraph  and 
Telephone  Consultative 


Committee  (2  documents)....  6857, 
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Safety  Administration. 


TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Comptroller  of  Currency; 
Fiscal  Service;  Internal  Rev¬ 
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rules  end  reguioUons 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  opplicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are  keyed  to  and 
codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


[4810-33] 

Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  I— COMPTROLLER  OF  THE 
CURRENCY,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

PART  9— FIDUCIARY  POWERS  OF  NATIONAL 
BANKS  AND  COLLECTIVE  INVESTMENT 
FUNDS 

Administration 

AGENCY:  Comptroller  of  the  Curren¬ 
cy.  Treasury. 

ACTION:  Final  Amendment. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  to  12 
cm  9.7,  Administration  of  fiduciary 
powers,  gives  regulatory  recognition  to 
the  established  principle  of  law  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  material  in.side  in¬ 
formation  in  connection  with  the  pur¬ 
chase  or  sale  of  any  security.  A  nation¬ 
al  bank  may  not  make  trust  depart¬ 
ment  decisions  or  recommendations  to 
purchase  or  sell  any  security  on  the 
basis  of  material  inside  information 
that  is  available  to  their  commercial 
departments,  directors,  or  any  other 
source.  The  amendment  requires  writ¬ 
ten  policies  and  procedures  to  ensure 
that  the  Federal  securities  laws  are 
complied  with  in  connection  with  any 
decision  or  recommendation  to  pur¬ 
chase  or  sell  any  security. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Dean  E.  Miller,  Deputy  Comptroller 
for  Trust  Operations  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency,  Washington,  D.C. 
20219,  Tele.  No.  202-447-1731. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  October  25.  1977,  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (42  FR  56338)  for  com¬ 
ment  a  proposed  amendment  to  12 
CFR  9.7,  Administration  of  fiduciary 
powers.  The  amendment  revises  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  §  9.7  and  evolves  from  ear¬ 
lier  proposals  that  were  published  for 
comment  in  April  1974  (39  FR  14510) 
and  September  1976  (41  FR  37812). 
The  amendment  gives  regulatory  rec¬ 
ognition  to  the  established  principle  of 
law  which  prohibits  the  use  of  materi¬ 
al  inside  information  in  connection 
with  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  secu¬ 
rity. 

In  response  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment,  ten  comments  were  received. 
Those  commenting  included  national 


banks,  banking  associations,  and  law 
firms. 

Discussion  of  Major  Comments 

The  position  of  the  commentators 
varied,  with  most  agreeing  with  the 
amendment.  While  certain  commenta¬ 
tors  found  the  amendment  unneces¬ 
sary,  the  majority  of  commentators  fa¬ 
vored  the  general  and  flexible  ap¬ 
proach  of  the  amendment  and  felt 
that  the  amendment  was  aporopriate. 

One  commentator  suggested  that 
the  amendment  should  require  that 
the  written  policies  and  procedures  be 
disclosed  to  current  or  potential  cus¬ 
tomers  of  the  trust  department.  The 
Comptroller,  while  agieeLng  that  such 
a  policy  may  be  desirable,  has  decided 
not  to  propose  or  adopt  it  as  part  of  12 
CFR  9.7(d).  Such  a  revision  would  re¬ 
quire  further  proposals  and  public 
comment.  The  Comptroller  believes 
that  considering  the  history  of  the 
amendment  any  further  delay  in  adop¬ 
tion  is  not  warranted.  However,  the 
Comptioller  does  encourage  national 
banks  to  consider  the  merit  of  adopt¬ 
ing  such  a  policy. 

It  was  also  suggested  that  the 
amendment  should  mention  the  key 
aspects  to  be  covered  by  the  written 
policies  and  procedures,  to  save  the 
trust  departments  from  burdensome 
legal  expenses.  The  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  believes  that  this  require¬ 
ment  would  diminish  the  generalized 
and  flexible  approach  of  the  amend¬ 
ment.  Each  bank,  regardless  of  size, 
will  be  able  to  choose  those  w'ritten 
policies  and  procedures  which  best  suit 
it. 

A  language  change  w'as  made  in  re- 
spKjnse  to  comments  in  order  to  con¬ 
form  the  proposal  to  the  language  of 
the  Federal  securities  laws  and  to 
avoid  pos,sible  rnksinterpretation  of  the 
amendment.  This  change  is:  The  term 
“any  security”  is  now  included 
throughout  the  regulation  in  place  of 
“securities,”  since  this  is  consistent 
with  the  language  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Commission’s  Rule  lOb-5,  17 
CFR  240.1  Ob-5. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  drafter  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  is  Ralph  Janvey,  Attorney,  Secu¬ 
rities  Disclosure  Division.  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency,  Washington.  D.C. 
20219. 


Final  Amendment 

12  CFR  Part  9  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  §  9.7(d)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  9.7  Administration  of  fiduciary  powers. 


(d)  The  trust  department  may  utilize 
personnel  and  facilities  of  other  de¬ 
partments  of  the  bank,  and  other  de¬ 
partments  of  the  bank  may  utilize  per¬ 
sonnel  and  facilities  of  the  trust  de¬ 
partment  only  to  the  extent  not  pro¬ 
hibited  by  law.  Every  national  bank 
exercising  fiduciary  powers  shall 
adopt  written  policies  and  procedures 
to  ensure  that  the  Federal  securities 
laws  are  complied  with  in  connection 
with  any  decision  or  recommendation 
to  purchase  or  sell  any  security.  Such 
policies  and  procedures,  in  particular, 
shall  ensure  the  national  bank  trust 
departments  shall  not  use  material 
inside  information  in  connection  with 
any  decision  or  recommendation  to 
purchase  or  sell  any  security. 

Dated:  February  1,  1978. 

John  G.  Heimann, 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4250  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am) 


[4910-13] 

Titia  14 — Aeronoutict  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION 

[Docket  No.  78-WE-2-AD.  Arndt.  39-3141] 

PART  39~AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

McDennotl  Douglot  Model  DC-9  Serie*  Air- 
planet  Including  Military  Type  C-9A,  C9B, 
and  VC-9C 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts 
an  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  which 
requires  an  inspection  for  proper  ad¬ 
justment  of,  and  a  modification  to,  the 
cam  mechanism  on  the  McDonnell 
Douglas  Model  DC-9  Series  aileron/ 
spoiler  mixer  assembly.  The  AD  is 
prompted  by  a  report  that  the  cam 
could  become  disengaged  from  the 
cam  roller  due  to  misadjustment  or  a 
loose  shaft  bearing,  thereby  reducing 
the  lateral  roll  rate  available  to  an 
unsafe  level. 
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DATES:  Effective  date— February  21. 
1978.  Compliance  schedule— As  pre¬ 
scribed  in  body  of  AD. 

ADDRESS:  Persons  affected  by  this 
AD  may  obtain  copies  of  applicable 
McDonnell  Douglas  service  informa¬ 
tion  cited  in  this  AD  by  writing  to:  Mc¬ 
Donnell  Douglas  Aircraft  Co.  3855 
Lakewood  Boulevard.  Long  Beach. 
Calif.  90846.  Attention:  L.  A.  Eisen- 
berg.  Cl-750.  54-60. 

Also,  a  copy  of  the  serv'ice  informa¬ 
tion  may  be  reviewed  at.  or  a  copy  ob¬ 
tained  from:  Rules  docket  in  Room 
916.  FAA,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington.  D.C.  20591;  or  Rules 
Docket  in  Room  6W14.  FAA  Western 
Region.  15000  Aviation  Boulevard. 
Hawthorne.  Calif.  90261. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Jerry  J.  I*resba.  Executive  Secretary. 
Airworthiness  Directives  Review 
Board,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  Western  Region,  P.O.  Box 
92007,  Worldway  Postal  Center,  JjOS 
Angeles,  Calif.  90009.  Telephone: 
213-536-6351. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
There  have  been  several  reported 
cases  of  improper  adjustment  of  the 
aileron/spoiler  mixer  assembly  on  Mc¬ 
Donnell  Douglas  Model  DC-9  Series 
airplanes.  In  one  case,  the  misadjust- 
ment  caused  the  cam  rollers  to  be  en¬ 
gaged  with  the  cam  by  only  about  Vsz 
inch.  If  the  cam  rollers  became  disen¬ 
gaged  entirely,  it  could  cause  a  drastic 
reduction  of  lateral  control,  due  to  im¬ 
proper  spoiler  deployment.  It  was  also 
found  that  there  was  a  possibility  that 
the  lower  bearing  on  the  cam  shaft 
might  not  be  adequately  staked,  there¬ 
by  allowing  the  cam  to  move  to  the 
extent  that  it  could  disengage  from 
the  cam  rollers. 

The  manufacturer  has  issued  DC-9 
Alert  Service  Bulletin  A27-189  provid¬ 
ing  for  a  one-time  inspection  of  the  ai¬ 
leron/spoiler  mixer  assembly  and  a 
modification  to  prevent  movement  of 
the  cam  shaft  in  a  direction  which 
could  cause  disengagement.  Since  this 
condition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop 
on  other  airplanes  of  the  same  type 
design,  an  airworthiness  directive  is 
being  issued  which  requires  a  one-time 
inspection  of  the  aileron/spoiler  mixer 
assembly  adjustment,  and  a  modifica¬ 
tion  to  prevent  unwanted  movement 
of  the  cam  shaft  on  McDonnell  Doug¬ 
las  Model  DC-9  Series  airplanes. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this  regula¬ 
tion.  it  is  found  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  impracticable 
and  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Everett  W.  Pittman,  Aircraft 


Engineering  Division,  and  FYed  C. 
Woodruff,  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive: 

McDonnell  Douglas:  Applies  to  Model  DC- 
9  Series  airplanes,  certificated  in  all  cat¬ 
egories.  including  Military  Type  C-9A, 
C-9B.  and  VC-9C.  P/N  s  1  through  862. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

To  prevent  the  aileron/spoiler  mixer  cam 
from  disengaging  from  the  cam  roller,  ac¬ 
complish  the  following: 

(a)  Within  the  next  275  hours  time  in  ser¬ 
vice  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
unless  already  accomplished,  inspect  and  re¬ 
shim  if  required  as  specified  in  Items  1 
through  6  under  Accomplishment  Instruc¬ 
tions  in  McDonnell  Douglas  DC-9  Alert  Ser¬ 
vice  Bulletin  A27-189  dated  October  7,  1977, 
or  later  FAA  approved  revision. 

(b)  Within  the  next  2,000  hours  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
unless  already  accomplished,  add  washers  as 
specified  in  Item  7  under  Accomplishment 
Instructions  in  McDonnell  douglas  DC-9 
Alert  Sert’ice  Bulletin  A27-189  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  7,  1977,  or  later  FAA  approved  revision, 
or  an  equivalent  modification  approved  by 
the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division, 
FAA  Western  Region. 

(c)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR's  21.197  and  21.199  to 
authorize  operation  of  an  airplane  to  a  base 
for  the  accomplishment  of  the  inspections 
and  modifications  required  by  this  AD. 

(Secs.  313(a).  601,  603.  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958.  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421, 
1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)):  14  CFR  11.89.) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  circular  A- 107. 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  7.  1978. 

Herman  C.  Bliss, 
Acting  Director, 

FAA  Western  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4110  filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13J 

[Docket  No.  17238,  Arndt.  39-31421 

PART  39-AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Societ*  Notional*  lndu«tri*ll*  Aeretpotiol* 
(formerly  Nord  Aviation)  Nord  262  S*ri*t 
Airplane* 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  publishes  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  makes  ef¬ 


fective  as  to  all  persons  an  amendment 
to  an  existing  airworthiness  directive 
which  was  previously  made  effective 
as  to  known  operators  of  Societe  Ra¬ 
tionale  Industrielle  Aerospatiale  (for¬ 
merly  Nord  Aviation)  Nord  262  air¬ 
planes  by  individual  telegrams  sent  to 
each  operator.  The  amendment  pro¬ 
vides  a  limited  extension  of  time  for 
compliance  with  the  AD  under  speci¬ 
fied  conditions  that  will  not  adversely 
affect  safety. 

DATES:  Effective  March  2.  1978, 

except  with  respect  to  certain  persons 
specified  in  the  body  of  the  AD.  Com¬ 
pliance  schedule— As  prescribed  in  the 
body  of  the  AD. 

ADDRESS:  The  applicable  service  bul¬ 
letins  may  be  obtained  from  Aerospa¬ 
tiale.  BP  475,  36003  Chateauroux, 
France. 

A  copy  of  each  of  the  service  bulle¬ 
tins  is  contained  in  the  Rules  Docket, 
Room  916,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington.  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

D.  C.  Jacobsen,  Chief,  Aircraft  Certi¬ 
fication  Staff,  AEU-100,  Europe, 
Africa,  and  Middle  East  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  c/o 
American  Embassy.  Brussels,  Bel¬ 
gium,  Tel.  513.38.30. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Amendment  39-3053  (42  FR  54408), 
AD  77-21-02,  became  effective  on  Oc¬ 
tober  31,  1977,  with  compliance  re¬ 
quired  within  the  next  300  hours  time 
in  service,  unless  already  accom¬ 
plished.  The  AD,  in  part,  requires  a 
fuel  tank  modification.  The  FAA  has 
determined  that  the  manufacturer  has 
been  unable  to  deliver  a  sufficient 
number  of  parts  necessary  to  complete 
the  required  modification  on  all  Nord 
262  airplanes  in  accordance  with  the 
AD.  The  FAA  has  also  determined 
that  a  limited  extension  of  time  for 
compliance  with  the  AD  under  speci¬ 
fied  conditions  will  not  adversely 
affect  safety. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate 
corrective  action  was  required,  notice 
and  public  prcxiedure  thereon  was  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  good  cause  existed  for 
making  the  amendment  effective  im¬ 
mediately  as  to  all  known  operators  of 
Societe  Rationale  Industrielle  Aero¬ 
spatiale  (formerly  Nord  Aviation) 
Nord  262  airplanes  by  individual  tele¬ 
grams  dated  December  8,  1977.  These 
conditions  still  exist  and  the  AD  is 
hereby  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  as  an  amendment  to  §39.13  of 
Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  to  make  it  effective  as  to  all 
persons.  For  clarity,  the  amended  AD 
is  published  in  its  entirety. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  F.  Kelley,  Flight  Standards 
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Service,  and  S.  Podberesky,  Office  of 
the  Chief  Coimsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended  by  amending  Amendment 
39-3053  (42  FR  54408),  AD  77-21-02,  to 
read  as  follows: 

SociETE  Nationale  Industriexle  Aerospa¬ 
tiale  (Formerly  Nord  Aviation).  Applies 
to  all  Nord  262  Series  airplanes  certifi¬ 
cated  in  all  categories. 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated, 
unless  already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  interruption  of  fuel  flow  to 
the  operating  engine  as  a  consequence  of 
failure  of  one  engine,  accomplish  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  AD,  within  the  next  300  hours  time  in 
service  after  October  31,  1977,  accomplish 
the  following: 

(1)  For  airplanes  not  equipped  with  auxil¬ 
iary  tanks  in  center  wing,  install  a  rigid 
metal  partition  inside  fuel  tank  No.  1  (LH 
and  RH)  in  accordance  with  paragraph  II 
“Embodiment  Instructions”  of  Nord  262 
Fregate  Service  Bulletin  No.  28-18  (Mod. 
825),  dated  June  23,  1977,  or  an  FAA-ap- 
proved  equivalent. 

(2)  For  airplanes  equipped  with  auxiliary 
tanks  in  center  wing,  install  a  rigid  metal 
partition  inside  fuel  tank  No.  1  (LH  and 
RB)  in  accordance  with  paragraph  II  “Em¬ 
bodiment  Instructions”  of  Nord  262  Fregate 
Service  Bulletin  No.  28-19  (Mod.  826),  dated 
June  23,  1977,  or  an  FAA-approved  equiv¬ 
alent. 

(3)  After  accomplishing  paragraph  (aKl) 
or  (aK2)  of  this  AD,  adjust  the  zero  point  on 
the  fuel  quantity  indicator  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  II  “Accomplishment 
Instructions”  of  Nord— 262  Fregate  Service 
Bulletin  No.  28-20  (Mod.  828),  dated  June 
23,  1977,  or  an  FAA-approved  equivalent. 

(b)  An  airplane  may  be  operated  for  a 
period  of  time  not  to  extend  past  April  1, 
1978,  without  the  airplane  being  modified  in 
accordance  with  paragrahp  (a)  of  this  AD 
If- 

(1)  Modification  kits  required  under  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  AD  have  been  ordered  but 
have  not  been  delivered; 

(2)  An  operating  limitation  placard  is  in¬ 
stalled  in  clear  view  of  the  pilot  that  reads, 
“Warning— in  the  event  of  one  engine  fail¬ 
ing,  immediate  action  to  correct  asymmetri¬ 
cal  flight  must  be  taken  to  prevent  loss  of 
the  operating  engine”;  and 

(3)  The  period  of  time  for  continued  oper¬ 
ation  without  being  in  compliance  with 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD  must  be  approved 
by  the  FAA  District  Office  having  Jurisdica- 
tlon  over  the  operator.  Requests  for  approv¬ 
al  must  substantiate  that  the  modification 
kits  required  under  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
AD  have  been  ordered  but  have  not  been  de¬ 
livered. 

(c)  The  placard  required  by  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  AD  may  be  removed  upon  compli¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD. 

This  amendment  is  effective  March 
2,  1978,  as  to  all  persons  except  those 
persons  to  whom  it  was  made  immedi¬ 
ately  effective  by  the  telegram  dated 
December  8,  1977,  which  contained 
this  amendment. 


(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14  CFR  11.89.) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  E  nomic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A- 107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1978. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4103  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-CE-20] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL  AIR¬ 
WAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CONTROLLED 
AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  TrontHion  Area — Neotl>o,  Mo. 

AGENCnf:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACrriON:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  nature  of  this  Feder¬ 
al  action  is  to  alter  the  700-foot  transi¬ 
tion  area  at  Neosho,  Mo.,  to  provide 
additional  controlled  airspace  for  air¬ 
craft  executing  a  new  instrument  pro¬ 
cedure  to  the  Neosho,  Mo.  Memorial 
Airport  which  is  based  on  the  Neosho, 
Mo.,  VOR. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  18,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Dwaine  E.  Hiland,  Airspace  Special¬ 
ist,  Operations,  Procedures,  and  Air¬ 
space  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
ACE-537,  FAA,  Central  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  601  East  12th  Street, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106,  telephone: 
816-374-3408. 

SUPPI^MENTRAY  INFORMATION: 
A  new  straight-in  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedure  to  the  Neosho,  Mo. 
Memorial  Airport  has  been  estalished 
based  on  an  existing  navigational  aid, 
the  Neosho,  Mo.,  VOR.  The  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  new  instrument  approach 
procedure  based  on  the  navigational 
aid  entails  the  alteration  of  the  transi¬ 
tion  area  at  Neosho,  Mo.,  at  and  above 
700  feet  above  the  ground  (AGL) 
within  which  aircraft  are  provided  air 
traffic  control  service.  The  intended 
effect  of  this  action  is  to  insure  addi¬ 
tional  adequate  controlled  airspace  for 
aircraft  executing  this  new  straight-in 
instrument  approach  procedure. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  d(x;u- 
ment  are  Dwaine  E.  Hiland,  Oper¬ 
ations,  Procedures,  and  Airspace 
Branch,  Air  Tiaffic  Division  and  John 


L.  Fitzgerald,  Jr.,  Office  of  the  Region¬ 
al  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

On  pages  62399  and  62400  of  the 
Federal  Register  dated  December  12, 
1977,  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  published  a  notice  of  proposed  ru¬ 
lemaking  which  would  amend  §71.181 
of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  so  as  to  designate  a  transi¬ 
tion  area  at  Neosho,  Mo.  Interested 
persons  were  invited  to  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  proceeding  by  submit¬ 
ting  written  comments  on  the  proposal 
to  the  FAA.  No  objections  were  re¬ 
ceived  as  a  result  of  the  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking. 

Accordingly,  Subpart  G,  §71.181,  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
ent  71.181)  as  republished  on  Janu¬ 
ary  3,  1978  (43  FR  440),  is  amended, 
effective  0901  G.m.t.,  May  18,  1978,  by 
altering  the  following  transition  area: 

Nex>sho,  Mo. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5  mile  radius 
of  Neosho  Memorial  Airport  (latitude 
36'4835''  N.,  longitude  94’23T5''  W.)  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  Neosho,  Mo. 
VOR  310°  radial,  extending  from  the  5  mile 
radius  area  to  8  miles  northwest  of  the 
VOR;  and  within  2V4  miles  each  side  of  the 
012°  bearing,  from  the  Neosho  Memorial 
Airport  extending  from  the  5  mile  radius 
area  to  6  miles  north  of  the  airport. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)):  §11.69,  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  (14  CFR  11.69).) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  7, 1978. 

John  E.  Shaw, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4109  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-RM-051 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL  AIR¬ 
WAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CONTROLLED 
AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Rodotignolion  of  Control  Zono,  Puoblo,  Cole. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  revises 
the  effective  time  for  the  Pueblo, 
Colo.,  control  zone  from  continuous  to 
part-time  to  establish  effective  times 
for  this  control  zone  which  coincide 
with  the  availability  of  weather  re- 
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porting  service  at  this  location.  The 
National  Weather  Service  is  reducing 
their  hours  of  operation  at  Pueblo, 
Colo.,  making  this  amendment  neces¬ 
sary. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  G.m.t., 

March  23.  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Joseph  T.  Taber,  Operations. 

Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air 

Traffic  Division,  ARM-500,  Federal 

Aviation  Administration,  Rocky 

Mountain  Region,  10455  East  25th 

Avenue,  Aurora,  Colo.  80010;  tele¬ 
phone  303-837-3937. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

The  National  Weather  Service  at 
Pueblo.  Colo.,  currently  provides  full 
time  weather  reporting  service  sup¬ 
porting  the  full  time  control  zone  at 
Pueblo,  Colo.  Beginning  March  23, 
1978,  operational  hours  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  Weather  Service  at  Pueblo, 
Colo.,  w'ill  be  changed  from  full  time 
to  the  E>eriods  from  0430  to  2030  hours 
local  time  daily  and  weather  reporting 
service  will  not  be  available  for  an 
eight-hour  period.  Therefore,  the  pre¬ 
sent  continuous  effective  period  for 
the  Pueblo,  Colo.,  control  zone  must 
be  revised  to  establish  effective  times 
for  this  control  zone  coincidental  with 
the  availability  of  weather  reporting 
service  by  the  National  Weather  Ser¬ 
vice. 

Furthermore,  It  is  anticipated  that 
the  loss  of  weather  reiJorting  service 
at  Pueblo,  Colo.,  will  be  temporary. 
Therefore,  the  revised  Pueblo,  Colo., 
control  zone  designation  provides  for 
changes  in  the  effective  periods  for 
this  control  zone  by  Notice  to  Airmen 
with  continuous  publication  of  these 
effective  periods  in  the  Airmen’s  In¬ 
formation  Manual. 

Since  effective  periods  for  the 
Pueblo.  Colo.,  control  zone  are  contin¬ 
gent  on  the  availability  of  weather  re¬ 
porting  service  at  that  location,  it  was 
further  determined  that  issuance  of  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  for 
this  amendment  would  be  impractical 
and  not  within  the  public  interest. 

Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (FARs) 
revises  the  control  zone  at  Pueblo, 
Colo. 

The  reduced  hours  of  weather  re¬ 
porting  service  by  the  National 
Weather  Service  at  Pueblo,  Colo.,  ne¬ 
cessitates  the  changing  of  the  effec¬ 
tive  hours  of  operation  for  the  Pueblo. 
Colo.,  control  zone. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  Joseph  T.  Taber.  Oper¬ 


ations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch.  Air  Traffic  Division,  and  Mr. 
Daniel  J.  Peterson.  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  is 
amended  effective  March  23,  1978  as 
follows: 

By  amending  Subpart  F  §71.171  by 
adding  the  following: 

Pueblo,  Colo. 

This  control  zone  is  effective  during  the 
specific  dates  and  times  established  in  ad¬ 
vance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen.  The  effective 
date  and  time  will  thereafter  be  continuous¬ 
ly  published  in  the  Airmen's  Information 
Manual. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a)):  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  14 
CFR  11.69.) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Aurora.  Colo.,  on  February 
6.  1978. 

M.  M.  Martin, 
Director, 

Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4104  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-SO-431 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL  AIR¬ 
WAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CONTROLLED 
AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

AHcration  of  Special  Use  Airepaca;  CorrecHen 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Correction  to  final  nile. 

SUMMARY:  In  a  rule  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  January  26,  1978, 
Volume  43,  page  3550,  the  geographi¬ 
cal  description  of  Restricted  Area  R- 
290iD  was  incorrectly  specified  which 
caused  a  slight  error  In  the  description 
of  this  restricted  area.  This  correction 
specifies  the  proper  description  of  R- 
2901D. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  February  16. 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Wray  McClung,  Airspace  Regu¬ 
lations  Branch  (AAT-230).  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division.  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20591;  telephone:  202-426-8488. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
FR  Doc^  78-2177  was  published  on 
January  26,  1978,  (43  Fll  3549)  and 
amended  the  description  of  several  re¬ 
stricted  areas  in  the  Avon  Park,  Fla., 
complex.  A  typographical  error  was 
made  in  the  description  of  R-290ID 
which  specified  a  geographical  coordi¬ 
nate  as  Lat.  27°44'50"  N..  Long. 

81*25'20"  W.,  whereas  the  geographical 
coordinate  should  have  been  specified 
as  Lat.  27’46'00 "  N..  Long.  8l°25  20  "  W. 
Action  is  taken  herein  to  correct  this 
error. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  Wray  McClung,  Air 
Traffc  Service,  and  Mr.  Jack  P.  Zim¬ 
merman,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Federal  Register  Document  78- 
2177  as  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  January  26,  1978,  page  3550, 
is  amended  in  the  description  of  R- 
290ID.  in  the  second  line  of  amenda¬ 
tory  paragraph  number  l.d.  by  delet¬ 
ing  “Lat.  27°44'50"  N.,”  and  substitut¬ 
ing  “Lat.  27°46'00'’  N.,”  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c);  and  14  CFR  11.69).) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic 
Impact  Statement  under  Executive  Order 
11821,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11941,  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  9,  1978. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Tr^fi-c  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4108  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-SO-53] 

PART  73— SPEQAL  USE  AIRSPACE 

Amendmant  of  Solid  Shiold  78  Tamporaiy 
RMtHctad  Aroot  In  Pwarto  Rico 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  pro¬ 
vides  additional  restricted  airspace  for 
a  major  joint  service  military  exercise 
in  Phierto  Rico  from  May  10,  1978, 
through  May  23.  1978.  A  previous 
amendment  has  designated  restricted 
airspace  for  the  exercise.  However,  the 
using  agency  has  determined  that  ad¬ 
ditional  restricted  area  airspace  ex¬ 
tending  upwards  from  the  surface  is 
required  for  this  exercise.  This  amend¬ 
ment  provides  the  necessary  addition- 
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al  airspace  so  that  the  military  exer¬ 
cise  can  be  conducted  adequately. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  May  10.  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Mr.  Wray  McClung,  Airspace  Regu¬ 
lations  Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace 

and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division.  Air 

Traffic  Service.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  800  Independence 

Avenue  SW..  Washington,  D.C. 

20591;  telephone:  202-426-8488. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Subpart  B  of  part  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  73) 
is  to  alter  the  descriptions  of  R-7105C, 
R-7105E  and  R-7105P  in  Puerto  Rico 
to  provide  additional  restricted  area 
airspace  for  a  major  joint  service  mili¬ 
tary  exercise  called  "SOLID  SHIELD 
78.”  On  December  1,  1977,  (42  PR 
61049),  the  FA  A  proposed  to  amend 
Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  (FARs)  (14  CFR  Part  73)  to  es¬ 
tablish  three  temporary  restricted 
areas  near  the  southern  coast  of 
Puerto  Rico  to  provide  the  military 
with  special  use  airspace  between  the 
dates  of  May  10,  1978,  and  May  23, 
1978,  to  conduct  this  exercise.  Subse¬ 
quent  to  the  publication  of  that 
notice,  it  was  determined  that  addi¬ 
tional  restricted  area  airspace  would 
be  needed.  Accordingly,  on  December 
15,  1977  (42  FR  63181),  a  supplemental 
notice  of  proijosed  rulemaking  was 
published  to  establish  a  total  of  six 
temporary  restricted  areas  for  the  ex¬ 
ercise.  Establishment  of  temporary 
warning  area  W-372  was  also  estab¬ 
lished  south  of  the  temporary  re¬ 
stricted  areas  through  nonrulemaking 
procedures. 

It  has  now  been  determined  by  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  U.S.  Atlantic 
Fleet  (CINCLANT)  that  the  successful 
completion  of  this  exercise  requires 
that  R-7105E  which  extends  from  the 
surface  to  8,000  feet  MSL  be  revoked 
and  replaced  by  other  surface  to  8,000 
feet  MSL  restricted  area  airspace 
which  underlies  R-7105P,  and  addi¬ 
tional  restricted  area  airspace  from 
the  surface  to  FL  280  extending  5 
miles  north  of  and  parallel  to  the 
north  boundary  of  R-7105F  as  pres¬ 
ently  described.  Such  action  is  taken 
herein.  Also,  an  aitiendment  to  R- 
7105C  is  made  herein  to  reduce  the  ef¬ 
fective  altitude  from  "Surface  to  but 
not  including  FL  280,  excluding  the 
airspace  within  R-7105E”  to  “Prom 
8,000  feet  MSL  to  but  not  including  FL 
280.” 

The  military  is  taking  action  to  pro¬ 
cure  land  lease  agreements  for  the 
new  surface  areas  that  are  to  be  used 
for  maneuvers  or  troop  movements.  If 
land  leases  or  ownership  cannot  be  ob¬ 
tained  for  certain  areas,  such  areas 
will  not  be  used  for  maneuvers  or 
troop  movements,  and  overflying  mili¬ 


tary  aircraft  will  be  required  to 
comply  with  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  §91.79  pertaining  to  minimum 
safe  altitudes.  Since  the  affected  areas 
to  be  used  for  maneuvers  or  troop 
movements  will  be  so  used  only  where 
land  owners  agree  to  such  use  through 
execution  of  land  lease  agreements,  it 
is  considered  that  such  agreements  in 
effect  constitute  concurrence  with  the 
airspace  action  being  taken.  Conse¬ 
quently,  notice  or  public  procedure 
under  5  U.S.C,  553(b)  is  unnecessary. 
This  amendment  also  corrects  a  typo¬ 
graphical  error  made  in  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  R-7105C.  This  description  in¬ 
cluded  a  geographical  coordinate  posi¬ 
tion  as  "Lat.  17°56'00''N.”  whereas  the 
position  should  have  been  described  as 
"Lat.  17'55'00  'N.”  This  correction  is 
made  herein. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  Wray  McClung,  Air 
Traffic  Senice,  and  Mr.  Jack  P.  Zim¬ 
merman,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel, 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §73.71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  73)  as  re¬ 
published  (43  FR  660,  711  and  amend¬ 
ed  3083)  is  further  amended,  effective 
0001  local  time.  May  10,  1978,  as  fol¬ 
lows; 

1.  In  R-7105C  Boundaries:  "Lat. 
17°56'00  N..  Long.  66°45'00”W.;”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  "Lat.  17°55'00"N.,  Long. 
66°45'00''W.;”  is  substituted  therefor. 
Also  "Surface  to  but  not  including  FT. 
280,  excluding  the  airspace  with  R- 
7105E.”  is  deleted  and  "FYom  8,000 
feet  MSL  to  but  not  including  FT  280,” 
is  substituted  therefor. 

2.  R-7105E  title  and  text  is  deleted. 

3.  In  R-7105P  Boundaries:  "Lat. 
18  05  00''N..  Long.  67T6'00"W.;  to  Lat. 
18“05'00  'N.,  Long.  66°45'00”W.;”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  Lat.  18T0'00"N.,  Long. 
67T4'20  'W.:  to  Lat.  18T0'00  N..  Long. 
66°45’00'W.:”  is  substituted  therefor. 
Also  in  Altitudes:  "8,000  feet  MSL  to 
PL  280.”  is  deleted  and  "Surface  to  but 
not  including  FT  280.”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69). 

Note.— The  PAA  has  determined  that  this 
d(Kument  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic 
Impact  Statement  under  Executive  Order 
11821,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11949,  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1978. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4105  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am) 


[6750-01] 

Title  16— Commercial  Practice* 
CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  8986-0) 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRACTICES, 
AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE  ACTIONS 

Jim  Walter  Corp. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  order  to  cease  and 
desist. 

SUMMARY:  This  order,  among  other 
things,  requires  a  Tampa,  Fla.  manu¬ 
facturer  of  shell  housing  and  construc¬ 
tion  material  to' divest  itself  within  1 
year  of  all  interests  in  the  Philip 
Carey  Co.  and  Carey-Canadian  Mines, 
Ltd.,  divisions  of  Panacon  Corp.;  and 
prohibits  the  firm  from  acquiring  for  a 
period  ot  10  years,  any  interest  in  a 
manufacturer,  seller,  or  distributor  of 
asphalt  or  tar  roofing  products  with¬ 
out  prior  Commission  approval. 

DATES;  Complaint  issued  July  29, 
1974.  Final  order,  Dec.  20,  1977.' 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Arthur  J.  Salzberg,  Attorney. 
Bureau  of  Comp>etition.  Federal 
Trade  Commi.ssion,  6th  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20580,  202-724-1410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
In  the  Matter  of  Jim  Walter  Corp.,  a 
corporation.  The  prohibited  trade 
practices  and/or  corrective  actions,  as 
codified  under  16  CFR  Part  13,  are  as 
follows: 

Subpart— Acquiring  Corporate  Stock 
or  Assets:  §  13.5  Acquiring  corporate 
stock  or  assets. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  7,  38  Stat.  731,  as  amended; 
15  U.S.C.  18) 

The  Final  Order  to  cease  and  desist, 
including  further  order  requiring 
report  of  compliance  therewith,  is  as 
follows: 

final  Order 

This  matter  having  been  heard  by 
the  Commission  upon  the  appeal  of  re- 
.spondent  from  the  initial  decision,  and 
upon  briefs  and  oral  argument  in  sup¬ 
port  thereof  and  opposition  thereto 
and  the  Commission  for  the  reasons 
stated  in  the  accompanying  opinion 
having  determined  to  deny  the  appeal 
of  respondent: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  initial  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  administrative  law  judge, 
pages  1-64  be  adopted  as  the  findings 
of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  of  the 

■  Copies  of  the  Complaint,  Initial  Decision, 
Opinion  and  Pinal  Order,  filed  with  the 
original  document. 
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Commission,  except  to  the  extent  in¬ 
consistent  with,  and  as  indicated  in, 
the  accompanying  opinion. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  fol¬ 
lowing  order  to  divest  and  to  cease  and 
desist  be.  and  it  hereby  is,  entered: 

I.  It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Jim 
Walter  Corp.  (hereinafter  “JWC”),  a 
corporation,  and  its  officers,  directors, 
agents,  representatives,  employees, 
subsidiaries,  affiliates,  successors  and 
assigns,  divest  all  stock,  assets,  title, 
properties,  interest,  rights  and  privi¬ 
leges.  of  whatever  nature,  tangible  and 
intangible,  including  without  limita¬ 
tion  all  buildings,  plants,  equipment, 
machinery,  raw  material  reserves,  in¬ 
ventory,  customers  lists,  trade  names, 
trademarks,  and  other  property  of 
whatever  descriptioft,  of  the  Philip 
Carey  Co.  and  Carey-Canadian  Mines, 
Ltd.,  both  divisions  of  Panacon  Corp. 
(“Panacon”)  acquired  by  JWC 
through  its  wholly-owned  subsidiary 
the  Celotex  Corp.  (“Celotex”),  as  a 
result  of  the  acquisition  of  the  stock 
of  Panacon.  together  with  all  addi¬ 
tions  and  improvements  which  har'e 
been  made  thereto.  Such  divestiture 
shall  be  absolute,  shall  be  accom¬ 
plished  no  later  than  on®  (1)  year 
from  the  effective  date  of  this  order, 
shall  restore  the  Philip  Carey  Co.  and 
Carey-Canadian  Mines.  Ltd.  as  a  going 
concern  and  effective  competitor  in 
the  asphalt  and  tar  roofing  industry, 
and  shall  be  subject  to  the  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion. 

II.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  requirements  of  Paragraph 
I.  none  of  the  stock,  assets,  properties, 
rights,  privileges  and  Interests  of 
whatever  nature,  tangible  or  intangi¬ 
ble.  acquired  or  added  by  Celotex  or 
JWC  shall  be  divested,  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly.  to  anyone  who  is  at  the  time  of 
the  divestiture  an  officer,  director,  em¬ 
ployee  or  agent  of,  or  under  the  con¬ 
trol.  direction  or  influence  of  JWC  or 
Celotex  or  any  other  subsidiary  of 
JWC  of  Celotex  or  anyone  who  owns 
or  controls,  directly  or  indirectly  more 
than  one  (1)  percent  of  the  outstand¬ 
ing  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  JWC 
or  any  of  its  subsidiaries  or  anyone 
who  is  not  approved  in  advance  by  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission. 

III.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  pend¬ 
ing  any  divestiture,  the  assets  and 
business  specified  in  Paragraph  I  shall 
be  maintained  and  operated  as  a  sepa¬ 
rate  corporation  with  separate  books 
of  account,  separate  management,  sep¬ 
arate  assets,  and  separate  personnel. 

IV.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  pend¬ 
ing  any  divestiture  required  by  this 
order,  JWC  shall  not  cause  nor  permit 
any  deterioration  of  the  assets  and 
business  specified  in  Paragraph  I  in  a 
manner  that  impairs  the  marketability 
of  any  such  assets  and  business. 

V.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  for  a 
period  commencing  on  the  effective 


date  of  this  order  and  continuing  for 
ten  (10)  years  from  and  after  the  date 
of  completing  the  divestiture  required 
by  this  order,  JWC  shall  cease  and 
desist  from  acquiring  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  or  through  subsidiaries,  joint 
venture,  or  otherwise,  without  the 
prior  approval  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Conunission,  the  whole  or  any  part  of 
the  stock,  share  capital  or  assets,  any 
interest  in  or  any  interest  of  any  do¬ 
mestic  concern,  corporate  or  non-cor¬ 
porate,  engaged  in  the  manufacture, 
production,  sale  or  distribution  of  any 
asphalt  or  tar  roofing  product;  nor 
shall  JWC  or  its  subsidiaries  enter  into 
any  arrangement  with  any  such  con¬ 
cern  by  which  JWC  or  its  subsidiaries 
obtain  the  market  share,  in  whole  or 
in  part,  of  any  such  concern  in  the 
above  described  product  line. 

VI.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  as 
used  in  this  order,  the  acquisitions  to 
which  Paragraph  V  pertains  include 
any  arrangements  by  JWC  with  any 
other  party  (1)  whereby  such  other 
party  discontinues  the  manufacture  of 
any  asphalt  or  tar  roofing  product 
under  a  brand  name  or  label  owned  by 
such  other  party  and  thereafter  dis¬ 
tributes  any  of  said  products  under 
any  JWC,  or  its  subsidiaries’  brand 
names  or  labels,  or  (2)  whereby  such 
concern  discontinues  its  participation 
in  the  asphalt  and  tar  roohng  industry 
and  thereafter  transfers  to  JWC,  or  its 
subsidiaries,  its  customer  lists  or  in 
any  other  way  makes  available  to  JWC 
its  customers  or  customer  accounts. 

VII.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  on 
the  first  anniversary  date  of  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  order  and  on  each  an¬ 
niversary  date  thereafter  until  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  prohibitions  in  Para¬ 
graph  V  of  this  order.  JWC  shall 
submit  a  report  in  writing  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission  listing  all  ac¬ 
quisitions,  mergers  and  agreements  to 
acquire  or  merge  made  by  JWC  or  its 
subsidiaries;  the  date  of  each  such  ac¬ 
quisition,  merger  or  agreement;  the 
products  involved  and  such  additional 
information  as  may  from  time  to  time 
be  required. 

VIII.  It  is  further  ordered.  That 
within  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  order  and  every  sixty 
(60)  days  thereafter  until  it  has  fully 
complied  with  Paragraph  I  of  this 
order,  JWC  shall  submit  a  verified 
report  in  writing  to  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  it  intends 
to  comply,  is  complying  or  has  com¬ 
plied  therewith.  All  such  reports  shall 
include,  in  addition  to  such  other  in¬ 
formation  and  documentation  as  may 
hereafter  be  requested,  (a)  a  specifica¬ 
tion  of  the  steps  taken  by  JWC  to 
make  public  its  desire  to  divest  the  in¬ 
terests  described  in  Paragraph  I  of 
this  order,  (b)  a  list  of  all  persons  or 
organizations  to  whom  notice  of  dives¬ 
titure  has  been  given,  (c)  a  summary 


of  all  discussions  and  negotiations  to¬ 
gether  with  the  identity  and  address 
of  all  interested  persons  or  organiza¬ 
tions,  and  (d)  copies  of  all  reports,  in¬ 
ternal  memoranda,  offers,  counter¬ 
offers.  communications  and  correspon¬ 
dence  concerning  said  divestiture. 

IX.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  JWC 
shall  notify  the  Commission  at  least 
thirty  (30)  days  prior  to  any  proposed 
changes  which  may  affect  compliance 
obligations  arising  out  of  the  order, 
such  as  dissolution,  assignment  or  sale 
resulting  in  the  emergence  of  succes¬ 
sor  corporations,  and  that  this  order 
shall  be  binding  on  any  such  successor. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Pert- 
shuk  not  participating. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 
Secretary. 

(FR  E)oc.  78-4230  Piled  2-16-78:  8:45  am) 


[6740-021 

Titi*  18 — ConMrvatiofl  of  Power  and  Water 
Retource* 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

[Docket  No.  RM75-25:  Order  No.  2) 

PART  2— GENERAL  POLICY  AND 
INTERPRETATIONS 

Amendments  te  Policy  Regarding  Certification 
of  Pipeline  Transportation  Agreements;  Cor¬ 
rections 

February  9.  1978. 

In  FR  Doc.  78-3365,  issued  February 
1,  1978,  and  published  at  43  FR  5362, 
February  8,  1978,  on  page  5368,  1st 
column,  3rd  full  paragraph,  last  sen¬ 
tence,  change  “The  transportation  of 
consumer-owned  gas  or  reserves-in- 
place  for  a  period  not  exceeding  two 
years  can  be  construed  as  falling 
within  the  scope  of  the  policy.”  to 
read  “Applications  for  transportation 
of  consumer-owned  gas  or  reserves- in- 
place  made  pursuant  to  §  2.79  for  a 
period  not  exceeding  two  years  may  be 
construed  as  falling  within  the  scope 
of  the  policy." 

Page  5369,  1st  column.  1st  full  para¬ 
graph,  line  11.  change  “intrastate”  to 
read  “interstate". 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4300  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am) 
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[6740-021 


SUKHATTER  A— GENERAL  RULES 

[Docket  No.  RM78-5] 


PART  3  ORGANIZATION;  OPERATION; 

INFORMATION  AND  REQUESTS 

Organizotion  of  the  Committion;  Esloblishmonl 
of  Oil  Pipolino  Board;  Delegation  of  Author¬ 
ity  to  Oil  Pipeline  Board 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regrulatory 
Commission 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  is  estab¬ 
lishing  an  employee  board  to  handle 
several  of  the  functions  transferred 
from  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  concerning  the  regulation  of 
the  transportation  of  oil  and  oil  by¬ 
products  by  pipeline.  This  action  will 
expedite  the  handling  of  numerous  oil 
pipeline  fiiings  and  applications. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  10, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb,  Secretary  202- 
275-4166. 

Pkbruary  10,  1978. 

Jurisdiction  over  oil  pipelines,  as  it 
relates  to  the  establishment  of  rates  or 
charges  for  the  transportation  of  oil 
by  pipeline  or  to  the  establishment  of 
valuations  for  pipelines,  was  trans¬ 
ferred  from  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  (ICC)  to  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC),  pursuant  to  sections  306  and 
402  of  the  Department  of  Energy  Or¬ 
ganization  Act  (DOE  Act).  42  U.S.C. 
7155  and  7172,  and  Executive  Order 
No.  12009,  42  FR  46267  (September  13, 
1977). 

Section  17(2)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (Act)  authorizes  the  FERC 
to  delegate  any  of  its  work,  business, 
or  functions  to  a  board  of  employees. 
The  ICC  had  established  six  (6)  boards 
of  employees  to  administer,  inter  alia; 
its  functions  related  to  the  regulation 
of  oil  pipelines.  These  are  the  Suspen¬ 
sion  and  Fourth  Section  Board,  Valu¬ 
ation  Board,  Special  Permission 
Board,  Released  Rates  Board,  Tariff 
Rules  Board  and  Accounting  Board. 
The  FERC  likewise  believes  that  a 
board  of  employees  is  necessary  for 
the  proper  administration  of  its  oil 
pipeline  functions. 

However,  because  of  the  relatively 
small  percentage  of  business  generated 
by  common  carriers  by  oil  pipeline 
with  respect  to  the  ICC  boards,  com¬ 
pared  with  the  business  generated  by 
carriers  by  other  modes,  a  single  board 
should  be  able  to  carry  out  the 
FERC’s  functions  in  all  of  these  areas. 


For  the  present,  practice  before  the 
Oil  Pipeline  Hoard  will  be  governed  by 
the  ICC’s  rules  of  practice,  49  CFR 
Part  1100.  See  section  705  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Energy  Organization  Act, 
42  U.S.C.  7295.  The  FERC  wiU  closely 
monitor  Oil  Pipeline  Board  activities 
and  will  revise  the  rules  of  practice  if 
such  action  is  warranted. 

Pursuant  to  section  17(2)  of  the  Act, 
the  ICC  delegated  authority  to  review 
orders  of  employee  boards  to  Divisions 
of  the  Commission.  Exceptions  to  ini¬ 
tial  decisions  by  Administrative  Law 
Judges  are  reviewed  by  employee 
Review  Boards.  Section  17(a)  of  the 
Act.  however,  requires  that  a  Division 
consist  of  three  (3)  Commissioners.  In¬ 
asmuch  as  FERC  is  comprised  of  only 
five  (5)  Commissioners,  establishment 
of  Divisions  at  this  time  appears  inap¬ 
propriate.  While  authorized  to  do  so, 
the  FERC  has  not  yet  established  em¬ 
ployee  Review  Boards.  The  authority 
to  review  decisions  and  orders  of  the 
Oil  Pipeline  Board  will  therefore  be 
vested  in  the  full  FERC.  In  addition, 
any  reference  to  a  Commission  “Divi¬ 
sion”  or  a  "Review  Board"  in  the  Act 
or  Rules  (49  (ITR  Part  1100)  shall  be 
deemed  to  refer  to  the  full  mRC. 

The  Oil  Pipeline  Board  shall  also  be 
delegated  the  authority  to  certify  to 
the  full  FERC  any  matter  which,  in  its 
judgment,  should  be  passed  upon  by 
the  Commission.  Moreover,  the  Oil 
Pipeline  Board  will  be  given  the  au¬ 
thority  to  determine  whether  a  matter 
should  be  set  for  oral  hearing  or 
whether  it  should  be  handled  under 
the  modified  procedure  pursuant  to 
Rules  43  and  52  of  the  ICC’s  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1100.43  to  1100.52).« 

A  separate  administrative  order  of 
the  FERC  Chairman  will  designate 
the  Oil  Pipeline  Board  members,  speci¬ 
fy  the  chairman,  and  establish  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  for  implementation  of  this 
order  and  operation  of  the  Board. 

The  ,  Commission  finds:  (1)  The 
amendments  to  the  FERC’s  general 
rules  herein  adopted  are  necessary  and 
appropriate  in  carrying  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(2)  The  amendments  herein  adopted 
will  assist  the  FERC  in  carrying  out 
its  •  responsibilities  under  section  4, 
6(3),  6(6),  15(7),  19a.  and  20(1),  20(2), 
20(3),  20(4),  20(5),  20(11)  of  the  Inter- 
State  Commerce  Act. 

(3)  Pursuant  to  section  705  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  Organization 
Act,  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  contained  in 
49  CFR  Part  1100  will  govern  proceed¬ 
ings  before  the  Oil  Pipeline  Board 
until  such  rules  of  practice  are  amend¬ 
ed  or  revoked  by  the  FERC. 


‘This  contrasts  with  ICC  procedure  which 
delegated  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Division  the 
authority  to  decide  whether  a  matter 
should  be  handled  under  the  modified  pro¬ 
cedure  or  set  for  oral  hearing. 


(4)  Any  reference  to  a  Commission 
“Division”  or  a  “Review  Board”  in  the 
Act  or  rules  of  practice  (49  CFTl  Part 
1100)  should  be  deemed  to  refer  to  the 
full  FERC  for  purposes  of  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  Oil  Pipeline  Board  herein 
established  and  review  of  its  actions. 

(5)  Since  the  amendments  herein 
adopted  involve  matters  of  Commis¬ 
sion  organization  and  procedure,  and 
good  cause  exists  that  they  be  made 
effective  immediately,  compliance 
with  the  notice,  hearing,  and  effective 
date  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553  is  un¬ 
necessary. 

The  Commission,  acting  pursuant  to 
section  17(2)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  in  accordance  with  5 
U.S.C.  552,  orders: 

(A)  Paragraph  “(d)”  of  §3.4  Title  18 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  thereto  subpara¬ 
graph  “(14)”  as  follows: 

§  3.4  Organization. 

•  *  G  G  • 

(d)  •  •  • 

(14)  The  Oil  Pipeline  Board,  respon¬ 
sible  for  carrying  out  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  functions  under  sections  4,  6(3), 
6(6),  15(7),  19a,  and  20(1),  20(2),  20(3), 
20(4),  20(5),  20(11)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  Any  reference  to  a 
Commission  “Division”  or  a  “Review 
Board”  in  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  or  rules  of  practice  (49  CFR  Part 
1100)  shall  be  deemed  to  refer  to  the 
full  FERC  for  purposes  of  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  Oil  Pipeline  Board  herein 
established  the  review  of  its  actions. 

(B)  Section  3.5  of  Title  18  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  adding  thereto  paragraph  “(e)”, 
as  follows: 

§  3.3  Delegations  of  Final  authority. 

G  «  G  G  G 

(e)  The  Oil  Rpeline  Board  to: 

(1)  Act  on  all  matters  arising  out  of 
Section  15(7)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  49  U.S.C.  15(7),  including 
but  not  limited  to  the  authority  (i)  ini¬ 
tially  to  dispose  of  these  matters,  by 
declining  to  suspetid  a  rate  or  a  classi¬ 
fication,  rule  or  practice  and  ordering 
an  investigation;  (ii)  to  suspend  and  in¬ 
stitute  investigations  into  rates,  fares, 
charges,  and  practices;  and  (iii)  prior 
to  the  submission  of  evidence,  to  dis¬ 
continue  any  proceeding  when  the 
proposed  rate,  classification,  rule  or 
practice  has  been  cancelled. 

(2)  Issue  valuation  reports  pursuant 
to  Section  19(a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act.  49  U.S.C.  19a,  in  matters 
which  do  not  involve  taking  testimony 
at  a  public  hearing  or  the  submission 
of  evidence  by  opposing  parties  in  the 
form  of  affidavits. 

(3)  Act  on  matters  arising  under  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
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49  U.S.C.  4.  except  proceedings  made 
the  subject  for  formal  hearing,  or  mat¬ 
ters  arising  from  general  increase  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

(4)  Grant  special  permission  or  other 
permissible  waivers  of  rules  regarding 
tariffs  or  schedules  under  section  6(3) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  6(3),  including  authorization 
for  the  cancellation  of  suspended  tar¬ 
iffs  or  schedules  that  have  not  in¬ 
volved  taking  testimony  at  a  public 
hearing  or  the  submission  of  evidence 
by  opposing  parties  in  the  form  of  affi¬ 
davits. 

(5)  Act  on  matters  arismg  under  sec¬ 
tion  6(6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  49  U.S.C.  6(6),  related  to  the  pre¬ 
scription  of  regulations  concerning  the 
form  and  manner  in  which  tariffs  re¬ 
quired  to  be  filed  shall  be  published, 
filed,  and  posted,  including  the  institu¬ 
tion  of  rulemaking  proceedings  for  the 
purpose  of  prescribing  new  or  changed 
regulations,  except  matters  involving 
taking  testimony  at  a  public  hearing 
or  the  submission  of  evidence  by  op¬ 
posing  parties  in  the  form  of  affida¬ 
vits. 

(6)  Act  on  matters  arising  under  sec¬ 
tions  20(1),  20(2),  20(3),  20(4)  and  20(5) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  49 
UJS.C.  20(1),  (2),  (3),  (4),  (5),  including 
prescription  of  a  uniform  system  of  ac¬ 
counts,  rates  of  depreciation  for  prop¬ 
erty,  and  forms  for  accounts,  records, 
and  memoranda  kept  by  oil  pipeline 
carriers. 

(7)  Act  on  matters  arising  under  sec¬ 
tion  2(K11)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  49  U.S.C.  20(11),  insofar  as 
they  relate  to  applications  for  authori¬ 
zation  to  establish  released  rates  and 
ratings  that  have  not  involved  taking 
testimony  at  a  public  hearing  or  the 
submission  of  evidence  by  opposing 
parties  in  the  form  of  affidavits. 

(8)  Determine  whether  the  investiga¬ 
tion  of  suspended  tariff  schedules 
should  be  set  for  oral  hearing  before 
an  Administrative  Law  Judge  or  han¬ 
dled  under  the  modified  procedure  as 
described  at  49  CFR  1100.43  to 
1100.52. 

(9)  Certify  to  the  full  FERC  any 
matter  which  the  Oil  Pipeline  Board 
believes  should  be  passed  u|K}n  by  the 
Commission. 

(C)  By  separate  administrative  order 
the  Chairman  of  the  P^RC  shall  des¬ 
ignate  the  Oil  Pipeline  Board  mem¬ 
bers,  specify  the  Chairman  of  such 
Board  and  establish  the  effective  date 
for  implementation  of  this  order  and 
operation  of  the  Board. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause 
prompt  publication  of  this  order  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4307  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[8120-01] 

CHAPTER  II— TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

PART  304— APPROVAL  OF  CONSTRUCTION  IN 
THE  TENNESSEE  RIVER  SYSTEM  AND  REGU¬ 
LATION  OF  STRUCTURES 

Amendmentt  to  Rogulotion*  Governing  Ap¬ 
proval  of  Conttrwetion  and  Regulation  of 
Structure*  in  the  Tennessee  River  System;  - 
Corrections 

AGENCY:  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
(TVA). 

ACTION:  Corrections. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  is  to  correct 
certain  typographical  errors  that  ap¬ 
peared  in  a  final  rule  which  promul¬ 
gated  certain  amendments  to  TVA’s 
regulations  governing  approval  of  con¬ 
struction  and  regulation  of  structures 
in  the  Tennessee  River  System.  This 
final  rule  appeared  at  42  FR  65145  and 
becomes  effective  on  February  15, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

John  S.  Rozek,  Director  of  Property 
and  Services,  109  West  Cumberland 
Building,  Knoxville,  Tenn.  37902, 
615-632-3151. 

The  following  corrections  should  be 
noted  in  the  final  rule  as  it  appears  at 
42  FR  65145: 

1.  On  page  65146,  §304.206  of  the 
index,  the  word  "approval”  should 
read  "approved.” 

2.  On  page  65148,  §  304.108,  the  nine¬ 
teenth  line  of  paragraph  (c),  the  word 
“enclosed”  should  be  in  italic  type. 

3.  On  page  65149,  §304.201,  the 
second  line  of  the  dehnition-of  "pon¬ 
toon,”  the  word  "cyclinder”  should 
read  "cylinder.” 

4.  On  page  65149,  §  304.203,  para¬ 
graph  (c),  the  fourth  line  of  subpara¬ 
graph  (2),  after  the  word  "owner” 
insert  the  words  "is  the  owner.” 

Dated:  February  7,  1978. 

Lynn  Seeber, 
General  Manager. 
[PR  Doc.  78-4235  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 

THIo  26— InSemol  Rovonuo 

CHAPTER  I— INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

SUBCHAPTER  A— INCOME  TAX 

[T.D.  7532] 

PART  1— INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE  YEARS 
BEGINNING  AFTER  DECEMBER  31,  1953 

RESERVES  FOR  LOSSES  ON  LOANS  TO  BANKS 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  78-1704  appearing  at 
page  3107  in  the  issue  for  Monday, 


January  23,  1978,  the  following 

changes  should  be  made. 

1.  On  page  3107,  second  column,  last 
paragraph,  line  6  from  the  bottom,  the 
word,  “lessor”,  should  read,  “lesser”. 

2.  On  page  3108,  third  column,  third 
line  of  paragraph  (3)  should  read,  "be 
construed  to  exclude  from  the  term 
•eligible’.” 


[3910-01] 

Titio  32 — Nofional  Dofonso 

CHAPTER  VII— DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR 
FORCE 

SUBCHAPTER  I— MILHARY  PERSONNEL 

PART  880— MEDICAL,  DENTAL,  AND 
VETERINARY  CARE  FROM  GVILIAN  SOURCES 

Subpart  B— Control  of  Ambulancos  at  Lacklond 
AFB,  Tox. 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Air 
Force,  Department  of  Defense. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  the 
Air  Force  is  adding  a  rule  which  estab¬ 
lishes  policies  and  procedures  for  con¬ 
trol  of  ambulEuices  at  the  Wilford  Hall 
Medical  Center,  Lackland  Air  Force 
Base,  Tex.  This  rule  is  intended  to 
inform  eligible  users  (to  include  re¬ 
tired  military  personnel  and  their  de¬ 
pendents)  of  the  ambulance  proce¬ 
dures, 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  24,  1977, 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Lieutenant  Colonel  Joseph  B.  Greg¬ 
ory,  Associate  Administrator,  Wil¬ 
ford  Hall  U.S,  Air  Force  Medical 
Center,  Lackland  AFB,  Tex,,  512- 
671-7797, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  existing  Part  880  is  designated  as 
Subpart  A  and  the  following  rule  will 
read  as  Subpart  B  of  Part  880,  Sub¬ 
chapter  I,  Chapter  VII  of  32,  CFR. 
This  rule  tells  when  Wilford  Hall 
Medical  Center  ambulances  will  be 
used,  who  may  use  them,  and  outlines 
ambulance  driver  requirements. 

This  subpart  is  issued  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  10  U.S.C.  8012,  and  will  read 
as  follows: 

Swbport  B  Control  of  AmbwtanMt  ol  LachkMid  AFB, 
Tox. 

Sec. 

880.35  Purpose. 

880.36  Use  of  ambulances. 

880.37  Dispatch  of  ambulances. 

880.38  Ambulance  driver  requirements. 

Authority;  10  U.S.C.  8012. 

Swbport  B — Control  of  Ambulancos  at  Locklond 
AFB,  Tox. 

§  880.35  Purpose. 

This  part  establishes  policies  and 
procedures  for  control  of  ambulances 
at  Wilford  HaU  USAF  Medical  Center. 
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§  880.36  Use  of  ambulances. 

(a)  Ambulances  will  be  used  only  for: 

(1)  Transportation  of  patients. 

(2)  Transportation  of  personnel,  sup¬ 
plies.  and  equipment  in  connection 
with  patient  care. 

(3)  Stand-by  in  hazardous  operation¬ 
al  areas  when  USAF  medical  person¬ 
nel  are  in  attendance. 

(4)  Stand-by  parades,  ceremonies,  or 
other  functions  where  USAF  medical 
personnel  are  in  attendance. 

(5)  Participation  in  disaster  exer¬ 
cises. 

(6)  Other  purposes  specifically  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Director,  Hospital  Ser¬ 
vices. 

(b)  An  ambulance  should  be  used 
only  when  another  government  vehi¬ 
cle  is  not  adequate  or  desirable. 

§  880.37  Dispatch  of  ambulances. 

Ambulances  will  be  dispatched  in 
the  following  priority: 

(a)  Priority  1:  Emergencies  on  Lack- 
land  AFB  and  Medina  Base. 

(b)  Priority  2:  Emergencies  involving 
active  duty  military  personnel,  retired 
personnel,  and  their  dependents  off- 
base. 

(c)  Priority  3:  Emergencies  involving 
others  off-base. 

(d)  Priority  4:  Participation  in  disas¬ 
ter  exercises. 

(e)  Priority  5:  Transportation  of 
non-ambulatory  patients  to  and  from 
WHMC  and  other  medical  facilities. 

(f)  Priority  6:  Other  requests. 

§  880.38  Ambulance  driver  requirements. 

(a)  Individuals  being  considered  for 
selection  as  an  ambulance  driver  will 
be  interviewed  by  the  NCOIC  or  OIC 
of  the  duty  section  where  ambulances 
are  assigned.  Driver  selection  will  be 
based  on  maturity,  physical  fitness,  at¬ 
titude,  previous  driving  record,  initia¬ 
tive.  experience,  and  potential  as  a 
medical  technician. 

(b)  Each  section  OIC/NCOIC  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  instructing  their  ambu¬ 
lance  drivers  in  the  proper  operation 
of  assigned  ambulances,  operator’s 
maintenance  responsibility,  and  prep¬ 
aration  of  forms  and  reports  in  con¬ 
nection  with  his  duties.  Each  driver 
will  be  trained  to  operate  all  equip¬ 
ment  installed  or  normally  carried  in 
the  ambulance.  In-service  training 
should  periodically  cover  driver  re¬ 
sponsibilities  and  vehicle  safety. 

(c)  Each  ambulance  driver  must  be 
familiar  with  the  provisions  of  this 
part  and  of  those  published  in  Air 
Force  Manual  77-2,  Manual  for 
Wheeled  Vehicle  Driver. 

Frankie  S.  Estep, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liai¬ 
son  Officer,  Directorate  of  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4229  Filed  2-15-78;  6:45  am] 


[3910-011 

SUBCHAPTR  S— tECXEATION 
PART  985— RIDING  STABLES 
FIikiI  Rule 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Air 
Force,  Department  of  Defense. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  the 
Air  Force  is  adding  a  rule  which  estab¬ 
lishes  responsibilities  and  procedures 
for  the  operation  and  use  of  the 
Riding  Stables  at  the  U.S.  Air  Force 
Academy.  The  objective  of  the  riding 
stables  program  is  to  encourage  Air 
Force  personnel  and  their  dependents 
to  take  full  advantage  of  this  whole¬ 
some  recreation  activity,  to  stimulate 
an  interest  in  saddle  horses  and  to  pro¬ 
mote  good  horsemanship. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  3.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  L.  Bartlett,  USAFA/ 
SSR,  U.S.  Air  Force  Academy,  Colo¬ 
rado  80840,  303-472-2410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  rule  is  issued  under  the  authority 
of  10  U.S.C.  8012. 

The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  is 
adding  a  new  part  985  under  Sub¬ 
chapter  S,  Chapter  VII  of  32  CFR. 
This  part  applies  to  all  personnel 
having  horses  stabled  at  the  U.S.  Air 
Force  Academy  Stables  and  individ¬ 
uals  using  Academy  stable  horses. 

The  new  part  will  read  as  follows: 

Sec. 

985.1  Purpose. 

985.2  Operation. 

985.3  EligibUity. 

985.4  Pees. 

985.5  General  policies. 

985.6  Group  rides  and  special  activities. 

985.7  Classes. 

985.8  Stables  advisory  committee. 

985.9  Stables  rules 

985.10  Safety  rules 

985.11  Stable  application  format. 

Authority:  10  U.S.C.  8012. 

Note.— Part  806  of  this  chapter  states  the 
basic  policies  and  instructions  governing  the 
disclosure  of  records  and  tells  members  of 
the  public  what  they  must  do  to  inspect  or 
obtain  copies  of  the  Air  Force  manuals  and 
regulation:,  that  are  referenced  herein. 

§985.1  Purpose. 

This  part  establishes  responsibilities 
and  procedures  for  the  operation  and 
use  of  the  Riding  Stables  at  the  USAF 
Academy,  Colorado.  It  applies  to  all 
personnel  having  horses  stabled  at  the 
USAF  Academy  Stables  and  individ¬ 
uals  using  Academy  stable  horses.  The 
objective  of  the  riding  stables  program 
is  to  encourage  Air  Force  personnel 
and  their  dependents  to  take  full  ad¬ 
vantage  of  this  wholesome  recreation 
activity,  to  stimulate  an  interest  in 
saddle  horses  and  to  promote  good 
horsemanship. 


§  985.2  Operation. 

Operation  is  the  responsibility  of  the 
Chief  of  Recreation  Services  activities 
(SSR).  Immediate  supervision  and 
management  are  the  responsibilities  of 
the  Manager. 

§  985.3  Eligibility. 

(a)  As  established  in  AFR  215-1, 
Morale,  Welfare,  and  Recreation  Pro¬ 
grams  and  Activities.  Volume  1,  Spe¬ 
cial  Services  Program, 

(b)  Eligible  patrons  will  not  be  al¬ 
lowed  more  than  three  guests  a  day 
per  family  member.  Sponsors  must  ac¬ 
company  their  guests  at  all  times. 

(c)  The  military  sponsor  is  responsi¬ 
ble  for  the  action  of  his/her  depen¬ 
dents  and  guests.  Adults  will  not  leave 
children  under  12  years  of  age  unat¬ 
tended  in  the  stables  area  unless  they 
are  members  of  an  organized  riding  ac¬ 
tivity. 

§  985.4  Fees. 

(a)  Fees  will  be  established  by  the 
USAF  Academy  Nonappropriated 
P\mds  Council,  Headquarters  U.S.  Air 
Force  Academy,  Colorado  88040. 

(b)  Monies  due  the  USAF  Academy 
Consolidated  Nonappropriated  Fund 
will  be  paid  no  later  than  the  15th  day 
of  each  month  following  the  month  in 
which  the  debt  was  incurred.  Boarders 
who  are  delinquent  for  a  period  of  30 
days  are  subject  to  removal  from  the 
stables.  Delinquent  patrons  will  be 
promptly  notified  of  their  delinquency 
and  notice  of  removal  will  be  sent  in 
writing. 

§  985.5  General  policies. 

(a)  Services.  (1)  Stall  rental  to  in¬ 
clude  paddock  and  full  care.  The 
number  of  stall  horses  will  not  exceed 
32. 

(1)  Paddock-StalL  Owner  takes  com¬ 
plete  care  of  horse;  food  and  water; 
and  cleans  paddock -stall. 

(li)  Full  Care  Stall  'The  management 
will  stable  and  feed  the  horse  about 
dusk  each  night,  release  it  into  a 
corral  after  feeding  the  next  morning 
and  keep  bedding  in  suitable  condi¬ 
tion.  The  management  will  feed  ap¬ 
proximately  20  lbs  hay  and  6  lbs  of 
grain  to  the  horse  each  day.  This  will 
vary  depending  upon  the  appetite  of 
the  horse.  This  meets  the  standards  of 
.the  USAF  Academy  Veterinarian 
whose  judgment  will  be  final  and  con¬ 
clusive. 

(iii)  Stalls  10  through  14  will  be  used 
as  full  care  stalls.  When  not  required 
for  full  care,  these  stalls  may  be  uti¬ 
lized  for  other  services  until  required 
for  full  care  stall  use. 

(2)  Pasture  Rental.  Horses  will  be 
kept  in  the  pasture  during  the  night, 
brought  into  the  corral  by  0900  each 
day  and  turned  out  about  dusk  each 
night.  The  management  will  feed  ap¬ 
proximately  20  lbs  of  hay  to  the  horse 
each  night  except  when  the  pasture  is 
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adequate  to  sustain  the  horse,  then 
the  amount  of  hay  to  be  fed  will  be 
judged  by  the  management.  The 
number  of  pasture  horses  will  not 
exceed  20. 

(3)  Waiting  lists  will  be  maintained 
for  each  category  of  eligible  patrons 
and  for  each  type  of  service  offered. 

(4)  Patrons  may  be  granted  permis¬ 
sion  to  move  from  one  stall  to  another, 
including  movement  between  bams, 
providing  such  change  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Stable  Manager. 

(b)  Riding.  (1)  Only  designated  areas 
will  be  utilized  for  riding  purposes, 
except  on  organized  rides  that  are  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief  of  Recreation  Ser¬ 
vices.  Personnel  are  authorized  to  ride 
rental  horses  on  any  marked  trail  as 
indicated  by  the  map  posted  on  the 
stable  wall.  Rental  horses  will  not  be 
ridden  north  of  West  Monument 
Creek  or  south  of  the  boundary  fence 
separating  the  USAP  Academy  from 
Woodmen  Valley.  Nor  will  rental 
horses  be  ridden  in  any  unauthorized 
areas  without  the  approval  of  the 
Chief  of  Recreation  Services  activities. 
Riders  will  not  ride  horses  through 
cultivated  land  at  any  time.  Also,  they 
will  not  ride  through  any  restricted  or 
housing  areas. 

(2)  Rental  horses  will  be  ridden  in 
accordance  with  safety  rules  as  stated 
in  §985.10. 

(c)  Equipment  (1)  Personnel  utiliz¬ 
ing  stables  equipment  will  insure  that 
such  equipment  is  properly  stored 
after  use. 

(2)  At  no  time  will  anyone  remove 
any  equipment,  supplies,  etc.,  belong¬ 
ing  to  the  stables  without  proper  au¬ 
thority  from  the  stables  manager. 

(d)  Medical  Care.  The  owner  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  all  required  medical  care 
of  horses.  Arrangements  will  be  made 
through  either  private  veterinarians 
or  the  USAP  Academy  Veterinarian. 
Whenever  treatment  is  scheduled,  the 
horse  ?wTier  or  a  designated  represen¬ 
tative  will  be  present  to  handle  the 
horse. 

(1)  All  new  horses  will  be  quaran¬ 
tined  for  a  10  day  period  or  until  re¬ 
leased  by  the  USAP  Academy  Veterin¬ 
arian. 

(2)  All  boarders  must  have  the  fol¬ 
lowing  actions  completed  prior  to 
bringing  any  horse(s)  to  the  stable  or 
before  release  from  quarantine: 

(i)  Stable  Application  Letter  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Manager  (see  §985.11). 
Blank  stable  application  letters  will  be 
provided  by  the  stables  manager.  The 
applicant  will  prepare  the  application 
in  one  copy  where  it  will  be  kept  on 
file  at  the  Stables  office.  Disposition 
will  be  in  accordance  with  AF^  12-50, 
Disposition  of  Air  Porce  Documenta¬ 
tion. 

(ii)  Recent  worm  treatment  and  im- 
mimizations  against  equine  influenza, 
tetanus,  rhinopneumonitis,  equine  en¬ 
cephalomyelitis,  and  other  measures 


recommended  by  the  USAP  Academy 
Veterinarian. 

(iii)  Health  certificate  from  private 
veterinarian. 

(e)  Care/Maintenance.  (1)  Stalls, 
paddocks  and  isolation  pen  cleanliness 
is  the  individual  responsibility  of  the 
member  to  whom  the  stall,  paddock  or 
isolation  pen  is  a.ssigned.  Horses  will 
be  removed  daily  and  the  stall  will  be 
cleaned  and  droppings  placed  in  the 
manure  spreader.  Isolation  pens  will 
be  cleaned  no  less  than  daily  and  drop¬ 
pings  removed  and  placed  in  the 
manure  spreader.  Exceptions  will  be 
horses  on  full  care.  This  responsibility 
will  fall  upon  the  management. 

(2)  When  an  individual  gives  up  a 
stall,  paddock,  or  isolation  pen,  the 
stall,  paddock  or  pen  will  be  complete¬ 
ly  raked  and  cleaned.  He/she  will 
spread  lime,  provided  by  the  manage¬ 
ment,  on  the  ground  in  the  stall,  pad- 
dock,  or  isolation  pen.  The  Manager 
will  inspect  the  stall,  paddock  or  isola¬ 
tion  pen  and  any  discrepancies  will  be 
corrected  by  the  patron. 

(3)  Peed  barrels  will  not  be  kept  in 
stalls,  paddocks  or  isolation  pens. 

(4)  Patrons  are  responsible  for  the 
following  minima]  care  of  their  horses; 

(i)  Daily  contact  and  feeding  to 
insure  their  wellbeing. 

(ii)  Veterinary  care  as  necessary  for 
the  individual’s  horse  as  well  as  for 
the  protection  of  other  patron’s 
horses. 

(iii)  Obvious  neglect  and/or  mis¬ 
treatment  of  horses  by  a  patron  is  suf¬ 
ficient  cause  for  removal  from  the 
stable. 

(iv)  Horses  will  not  be  left  in  a  stall 
for  a  period  of  more  than  one  day 
without  exercise.  The  Stable  manager 
will  notify  the  patron  when  the  horse 
has  been  left  without  proper  care  for 
more  than  24  hours. 

§  985.6  Group  rides  and  special  activities. 

Group  rides  and  other  type  of  activi¬ 
ties  may  be  arranged  through  the 
manager.  Rates  for  these  events  will 
be  established,  based  on  duration,  dis¬ 
tance  and  related  factors. 

§  985.7  Classes. 

(a)  Charges  for  group  lessons  or  pri¬ 
vate  lessons  using  a  stable  horse/pri¬ 
vate  horse  will  be  established  by  the 
USAP  Academy  Nonappropriated 
Punds  Council. 

(b)  Students  will  be  required  to 
notify  either  the  instructor  or  stables 
personnel  one  hour  prior  to  the  lesson 
if  they  cannot  attend  that  lesson.  Pail- 
ure  to  do  so  will  require  the  student  to 
pay  for  that  lesson. 

(c)  Instructors  are  required  to  notify 
their  students  at  least  two  hours  prior 
to  their  lesson  of  any  cancellation. 
Pailure  to  do  so  will  require  the  in¬ 
structor  to  absorb  the  cost  of  instruc¬ 
tion,  such  as,  pay  for  dude  horse 
during  period  missed  and  give  a  free 


lesson  at  a  later  date.  This  will  entitle 
the  student  to  his  or  her  lesson  at  the 
instructor’s  expense.  If  the  .student 
cannot  be  contacted  prior  to  lesson, 
names  are  to  be  given  to  the  manage¬ 
ment  to  relieve  the  instructor  from 
being  charged. 

(d)  Lesson  fees  will  be  collected  the 
day  the  lesson  is  to  be  griven. 

§  985.8  Stables  Advisory  Committee. 

A  Stables  Advisory  Committee  has 
been  established  to  assist  the  stables 
manager  and  the  Recreation  Services 
Division  in  recommending  activities, 
programs,  rules,  operating  hours,  etc., 
and  to  make  the  stables  a  viable,  inter¬ 
esting  and  financially  sound  operation. 
The  committee  will  consist  of  a  chair¬ 
man  appointed  by  the  DCS/MWR  and 
seven  voting  members,  five  elected  by 
those  individuals  stabling  horses  at 
the  stables,  the  OIC  of  the  cadet 
Saddle  Club,  and  one  member  at  large 
appointed  by  the  DCS/MWR.  The 
term  of  office  will  be  one  year.  Meet¬ 
ings  will  be  held  quarterly  or  at  the 
call  of  the  chairman  and  must  have  at 
least  four  members  present  to  have  a 
quorum. 

§  985.9  Stables  rules. 

(a)  Smoking  is  not  allowed  in  non- 
designated  areas. 

(b)  There  will  be  no  horesplay  in  the 
stables  area. 

(c)  There  will  be  no  loitering  in  the 
stables  area. 

(d)  Personnel  will  not  be  allowed  in 
the  stables  area  barefooted  or  wearing 
sandals. 

(e)  Personnel  abusing  the  riding  sta¬ 
bles  facilities  will  be  restricted  from 
the  area. 

(f)  Clothing  and  personal  items  will 
not  be  left  in  the  waiting  room  at  any 
time. 

(g)  Horses  will  be  walked  in  the  sta¬ 
bles  area  at  all  times. 

(h)  Trail  rides,  fun  days,  horse 
shows  and  other  such  events  will  be 
posted  on  the  stables  bulletin  board 
not  less  than  one  week  prior  to  sched¬ 
uled  event. 

(i)  The  stables  office  will  be  off 
limits  to  all  personnel  unless  accompa¬ 
nied  by  stables  personnel. 

(j)  Personal  vehicles  will  not  be  al¬ 
lowed  in  the  main  stables  area  except 
to  load  or  unload  feed  and/or  supplies 
too  heavy  to  carry  from  the  parking 
lot. 

(k)  NAP  and  appropriated  fund  vehi¬ 
cles/implements  assigned  to  the  sta¬ 
bles  will  not  be  operated  by  anyone 
except  assigned  stables  personnel. 

(l)  All  horses  will  be  under  the  com¬ 
plete  control  of  their  owners  at  all 
times.  Horses  will  not  be  left  unattend¬ 
ed/loose  at  any  time. 

(m)  Horses  will  not  be  ridden  in  the 
main  courtyard  area  at  any  time. 

(n)  All  personnel  utilizing  the 
Hunter-Jumper  Course  are  required  to 
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wear  the  appropriate  hard-hat  and 
have  an  observer  at  all  times. 

(o)  Dogs  must  be  under  control  of 
the  owner  and  on  a  leash  at  all  times. 

(p)  The  USAF  Academy  will  be  ab¬ 
solved  of  any  liabilities  and  responsi¬ 
bilities  for  damage  or  injury  occurring 
to  stable  members  by  privately  owned 
animals  at  the  USAF  Academy. 

(q)  The  USAF  Academy  will  not  be 
held  liable  for  injuries  sustained  by 
any  members,  dependents  or  their 
guests  engaged  in  any  stable  function 
or  other  activities  involving  the  use  of 
horses. 

(r)  The  USAF  Academy  will  be  ab¬ 
solved  of  any  liabilities  and  responsi¬ 
bilities  for  loss,  damage  or  theft  of 
tack  or  other  personal  gear  or  articles 
located  or  stored  in  the  facilities  of 
the  stables. 

(s)  Saddle  racks  in  both  tack  rooms 
will  be  assigned  by  the  manager. 
These  rooms  will  be  used  for  no  other 
reason  than  storing  tack. 

(t)  A  multi-purpose  room  is  available 
for  patron  use  upon  approval  from  the 
manager.  This  room  will  be  cleaned 
after  all  meetings. 

(u)  The  pasture,  arena,  and  all  stable 
facilities  are  for  the  benefit  of  all  pa¬ 
trons  and  will  be  used  accordingly. 

(1)  The  altering  of  any  portion  of 
the  facility  will  not  be  done  without 
permission  of  the  stable  manager. 

(2)  It  is  the  patron’s  responsibility  to 
repair  any  damage  caused  by  the 
patron,  dependents,  guests  or  horses. 
Damage  that  cannot  be  repaired  by 
the  patron  will  be  referred  to  the  man¬ 
agement  for  resolution. 

(V)  Horses  which  become  a  nuisance 
will  be  reported  to  the  stables  man¬ 
ager  for  review  and  disposition. 

(1)  Small  horses  or  ponies  that 
cannot  be  kept  in  the  existing  facili- 
ti'js  without  creating  problems  will  not 
b'^  allowed  use  of  the  USAF  Academy 
Stables  and  will  be  removed  immedi¬ 
ately. 

(2)  Stud  horses  will  not  be  boarded 
at  the  USAF  Academy  Stables.  Colts 
reaching  the  age  of  13  months  (or 
sooner  if  needed)  will  be  gelded  or  re¬ 
moved  from  the  stable. 

(w)  In  the  interest  of  safety,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  rules  will  be  observed  by  all  sta¬ 
bles  patrons,  their  dependents  and 
guests. 

( 1 )  At  any  time  a  horse  is  not  within 
a  confined  area,  either  a  halter  with 
suitable  lead  rein  or  bridle  must  be 
used. 

(2)  Horses  will  not  be  herded  or  oth¬ 
erwise  chased  except  when  pastures 
are  being  rotated.  Such  rotation  will 
be  accomplished  by  the  Stables  Man¬ 
agement. 

(3)  Space  has  been  provided  for  the 
parking  of  horse  trailers  within  the 
stables  area.  The  manager  will  be  con¬ 
tacted  by  the  patron  for  Instructions 
as  to  where  and  how  the  trailers)  will 
be  parked. 


§98I>.I0  Safety  rules. 

It  will  usually  be  the  Inexperienced 
riders  attempting  horsemanship 
beyond  their  abilities  who  fall  from 
the  saddle  and  are  injured.  Riders  wili 
avoid  horses  known  to  be  difficult  to 
handle  or  vicious.  While  out  on  the 
path,  riders  will  walk  their  mounts 
over  rough,  uneven,  soft,  or  muddy 
ground  and  through  areas  with  low 
hanging  tree  branches  and  limbs.  Ad¬ 
ditional  safety  precautions  for  horse¬ 
back  riding  are; 

(a)  Remember  that  “good  mariners 
distinguish  good  horsemen.” 

(b)  Mounts  will  be  selected  by  sta¬ 
bles  personnel.  Changing  mounts  with¬ 
out  approval  of  stables  personnel  is 
prohibited.  Individuals  returning  on 
overheated  horse  will  be  charged 
double  the  normal  fee  and  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  walk  the  horse  dry. 

(c)  Be  sure  the  cinch  is  tight  so  the 
saddle  will  not  slip.  Watch  for  horses 
which  expand  to  prevent  the  cinch 
from  being  tightened. 

(d)  Check  all  saddle  and  bridle 
straps  before  using. 

(e)  Walk  around  the  front  of  a  horse 
to  avoid  startling  it,  and  move  quietly. 
A  startled  horse  may  kick  or  step  back. 

(f)  When  mounting,  get  on  from  the 
left  side  of  the  horse,  keeping  the 
reins  taut  in  the  left  hand,  resting  on 
the  withers.  Make  the  horse  stand  still 
until  seated. 

(g)  Beginners  will  sit  squarely  in  the 
saddle,  even  when  resting  at  a  halt. 
Slouching  to  the  side  is  dangerous  if 
the  horse  should  start.  It  is  also  diffi¬ 
cult  for  the  horse  when  riders  sit  off 
center. 

(h)  Reins  will  be  held  short  enough 
to  keep  the  horse  under  positive  con¬ 
trol. 

(i)  Horses  will  be  walked  when  on 
hard  pavements;  their  hooves  and 
shoes  may  slip,  resulting  in  a  fall  dan¬ 
gerous  to  both  the  horse  and  the  rider. 
A  rider  will  dismount  when  crossing 
unprotected  and  heavily  travelled 
highways,  always  waiting  until  the 
road  is  clear  before  leading  the  horse 
across. 

(j)  When  overtaking  another  horse 
and  rider  from  behind,  the  overtaking 
rider  will  stay  at  least  12  feet  to  the 
rear  and  off  to  one  side.  The  overtak¬ 
ing  rider  will  always  signal  the  rider 
ahead;  a  startled  horse  may  kick  and 
Injure  the  approaching  rider  or  horse. 

(k)  Jerking  the  reins  back  sharply 
will  injure  the  horse’s  mouth  and  may 
cause  him  to  rear.  Curb  bits  will  be 
used  only  by  experienced  riders.  Light 
hands  are  the  mark  of  a  good  rider. 

(l)  Jokes  will  not  be  played  on  riders, 
particularly  new  riders,  or  on  horses. 
A  buck,  a  sudden  lunge,  or  a  rear  may 
throw  and  permanently  injure  a  rider 
for  life. 

(m)  When  on  a  runaway  horse,  the 
rider  will  keep  it  turning  in  a  circle  if 
possible,  making  the  circle  increasing¬ 


ly  smaller.  A  rider  will  make  every 
effort  to  stay  on  a  runaway  until  it 
can  be  halted. 

(n)  A  rider  will  be  alert  at  all  times, 
so  if  the  horse  shies,  jumps,  or 
changes  direction,  the  man  in  the 
saddle  will  not  be  thrown. 

(o)  Beginning  riders  will  take  lessons 
from  a  good  riding  master,  if  possible. 
This  will  be  helpful  for  beginners  to 
learn  how  to  keep  a  good  seat,  obtain 
light  hands,  relax,  and  gain  confidence 
in  the  saddle. 

(p)  Riders  will  use  safe  riding  trails 
or  bridle  paths. 

(q)  Abuse  of  animals  and  equipment 
will  not  be  tolerated.  Riding  rental 
horses  double  is  prohibited. 

(r)  Rental  horses  will  not  be  used  for 
jumping  at  any  time  unless  under  su¬ 
pervision  of  the  riding  instructor. 

§  985.11  Stable  application  format. 

The  text  of  this  application  is  filed 
as  part  of  the  original  document. 

Frankie  S.  Estep, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liai¬ 
son  Officer,  Directorate  of  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4228  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-14] 

Till*  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD  78-0151 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

Petaluma  River,  Calif. 

AGENCY;  Coast  Guard.  DOT, 
ACTION;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY;  This  amendment  revises 
the  regulations  governing  the  “D” 
Street  Bridge  across  the  Petaluma 
River,  Petaluma,  California  to  require 
four  hours  notice  at  all  times.  The 
bridge  is  presently  required  to  open  on 
six  hours  notice.  This  change  is  being 
made  in  order  to  standardize  draw¬ 
bridge  operating  regulations  in  the 
area,  and  is  done  with  the  approval  of 
the  City  of  Petaluma,  the  owner  of  the 
bridge. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  This  amendment 
is  effective  on  March  20,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Frank  L.  Teuton,  Jr.,  Chief.  Draw¬ 
bridge  Regulations  Branch  (G- 
WBR/73).  Room  7300,  Nassif  Build¬ 
ing,  400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20590,  202-426-0942. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
Since  this  amendment  enhances  navi¬ 
gation  and  has  been  agreed  to  by  the 
bridge  owner,  notice  and  public  proce- 
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dure  are  unnecessary  under  5  UJS.C. 
553.  and  it  may  be  made  effective  in 
less  than  30  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  p>ersons  involved  in 
drafting  this  rule  are:  Prank  L. 
Teuton.  Jr..  Project  Manager.  Office 
of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems, 
and  Edward  J.  Gill.  Project  Attorney. 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  117  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  §  117.712(g)(2)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  117.712  Tributaries  of  San  Franscisco 
Bay  and  San  Pablo  Bay.  Calif. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(g)  •  •  • 

(2)  City  of  Petaluma  highway  bridge 
at  “D”  Street  The  draw  shall  open  on 
signal  if  at  least  four  hours  notice  is 
given. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  5.  28  Stat.  362.  as  amended,  sec. 
6(gM2).  80  Stat.  937  (33  U.S.C.  499.  49  U.S.C. 
1655(g)(2)):  49  CFR  1.46(cK5).) 

Note.— The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  document  does  not  contain  a 
major  proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an 
Economic  Impact  Statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821.  as  amended,  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Dated:  February  9.  1978. 

E.  L.  Perry. 

Vice  Admiral  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  Acting  Commandant. 
[FR  Doc.  78-4333  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  ami 


[4910-14] 

tCGD  76-2051 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

Sondwcky  Boy,  Ohio 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
ACTTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  revises 
the  regulations  for  the  Route  269 
highway  bridge  across  Sandusky  Bay. 
mile  8.2.  to  provide  for  closed  periods 
from  11  p.m.  to  7  a.m.  This  amend¬ 
ment  is  being  made  because  of  limited 
requests  for  openings  during  this 
period.  The  amendment  will  relieve 
the  bridge  owner  of  the  duty  to  open 
the  bridge  on  signal  at  all  times. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  amendment 
is  effective  on  March  20.  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Prank  L.  Teuton.  Jr.,  Chief.  Draw¬ 
bridge  Regulations  Branch  (G- 


WBR/73),  Room  7300.  Nassif  Build¬ 
ing.  400  l^venth  Street  SW..  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20590,  202-426-0942. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  December  9.  1976,  the  Coast  Guard 
published  a  proposed  rule  (41  PTi 
53823)  concerning  this  amendment. 
The  Commander,  Ninth  Coast  Guard 
District,  also  published  a  public  notice 
on  this  proposal  on  January  7,  1977. 
Interested  persons  were  given  until 
January  12.  1977.  and  February  7, 
1977.  respectively,  to  submit  com¬ 
ments. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  rule  are:  Prank  L. 
Teuton.  Jr..  Project  Manager.  Office 
of  marine  Environment  and  Systems, 
and  Edward  J.  Gill.  Project  Attorney. 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

One  comment  was  received  which 
objected  to  the  advance  notice  require¬ 
ment  for  openings  from  11  p.m.  to  7 
a.m.  The  proposal  provided  for  open¬ 
ings  during  this  period  if  the  advance 
notice  w^as  given  prior  to  3  p.m.  The 
comment  objected  on  the  basis  that 
this  requirement  was  too  restrictive. 
The  owner  of  the  bridge  agreed  to 
change  the  advance  notice  require¬ 
ment.  The  bridge  will  open  from  11 
p.m.  to  7  a.m.  if  at  least  two  hours 
notice  is  given.  The  Coast  Guard  feels 
that  this  is  a  satisfactory  response  to 
the  objection  and  will  not  be  too  re¬ 
strictive  on  navigation. 

Accordingly,  Part  117  of  Title  33  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  revising  §  117.706(b)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  117.706  Sandusky  Bay,  Ohio. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Ohio  Department  of  Highways 
bridge  between  Martin  Point  and  Dan¬ 
bury.  (1)  The  owner  of  or  agency  con¬ 
trolling  this  bridge  shall  provide  the 
necessary  drawtendcr  and  the  proper 
mechanical  appliances  for  the  safe, 
prompt  opening  of  the  draw  for  the 
passage  of  vessels  except  when  ice  pre¬ 
vents  navigation. 

(2)  The  opening  signal  and  the  ac¬ 
knowledging  signal  shall  be  those  pre¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  and  (3)  of 
this  section. 

(3)  The  draw  shadl  open  on  signal 
from  7  a.m.  to  11  p.m.  From  11  p.m.  to 
7  a.m.  the  draw  need  not  open,  except 
when  at  least  two  hours  notice  Is 
given. 

(4)  Advance  notification  should  be 
given  to  the  Sandusky  Post.  State 
Highway  Patrol. 

(5)  Public  vessels  of  the  United 
States,  vessels  in  distress,  and  state  or 
local  government  vessels  used  for 
public  safety  shall  be  passed  through 


the  draw  of  this  bridge  as  soon  as  pos¬ 
sible  at  any  time  even  though  the 
close  periods  may  be  in  effect. 

(6)  The  owner  or  agency  controlling 
the  bridge  shall  keep  a  copy  of  the 
regulations  in  this  section,  together 
with  a  notice  stating  exactly  how  the 
Sandusky  Post,  State  Highway  patrol, 
may  be  reached,  conspicuously  posted 
both  upstream  and  downstream,  either 
on  the  bridge  or  elsewhere  in  such  a 
manner  that  it  can  be  easily  read  from 
an  approaching  vessel  at  all  times. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  5.  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec. 
6(g)(2).  80  Stat.  937  (33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(g)(2));  49  CFR  1.46(c)(5).) 

Note.— The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  document  does  not  contain  a 
major  proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an 
Economic  Impact  Statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821,  as  amended,  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Dated:  February  8,  1978. 

O.  W.  Siler, 

Admiral  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant 

[FR  Doc.  78-4334  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am) 


[6560-01] 

Titl«  40 — Protection  of  Environmont 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

SUaCHAPTER  C— AIR  PROGRAMS 
[FRL  856-1] 

PART  60— STANDARDS  OP  PERFORMANCE 
FOR  NEW  STATIONARY  SOURCES 

Dologotion  of  Authority  to  Stoto  of  Doloworo 

AGENCY;  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  amends 
regulations  concerning  air  programs  to 
reflect  delegation  to  the  State  of  Dela¬ 
ware  of  authority  to  implement  and 
enforce  certain  Standards  of  Perfor¬ 
mance  for  New  Stationary  Sources. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  16, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Stephen  R.  Wassersug.  Director,  En¬ 
forcement  Division,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  III,  6th 
and  Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.  19106,  215-597-4171. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

On  September  7,  1977,  the  State  of 
Delaware  requested  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  to  implement  and  enforce  cer¬ 
tain  Standards  of  Performance  for 
New  Stationary  Sources.  The  request 
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was  reviewed  and  on  September  30, 
1977  a  letter  was  sent  to  Pierre  S. 
DuPont  IV,  Governor,  State  of  Dela¬ 
ware,  approving  the  delegation  and 
outlining  its  conditions.  The  approval 
letter  specified  that  if  Governor 
DuPont  or  any  other  representatives 
had  any  objections  to  the  conditions 
of  delegation  they  were  to  respond 
within  ten  (10)  days  after  receipt  of 
the  letter.  As  of  this  date,  no  objec¬ 
tions  have  been  received. 

II.  Regulations  Affected  by  This 
Document 

Pursuant  to  the  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  for  certain  Standards  of  Per¬ 
formance  for  New  Stationary  Sources 
to  the  State  of  Delaware,  EPA  is  today 
amending  40  CFR  60.4,  Address,  to  re¬ 
flect  this  delegation.  A  Notice  an¬ 
nouncing  this  delegation  (was)  pub¬ 
lished  on  February  15,  1978,  in  the 
P^DERAL  Register.  The  amended 
§60.4,  which  adds  the  address  of  the 
Delaware  Department  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources  and  Environmental  Control,  to 
which  all  reports,  requests,  applica¬ 
tions,  submittals,  and  communications 
to  the  Administrator  pursuant  to  this 
part  must  also  be  addressed,  is  set 
forth  below. 

III.  General 

The  Administrator  finds  good  cause 
for  foregoing  prior  public  notice  and 
for  making  this  rulemaking  effective 
immediately  in  that  it  is  an  adminis¬ 
trative  change  and  not  one  of  substan¬ 
tive  content.  No  additional  substantive 
burdens  are  imposed  on  the  parties  af¬ 
fected.  The  delegation  which  is  reflect¬ 
ed  by  this  administrative  amendment 
was  effective  on  September  30,  1977, 
and  it  serves  no  purpose  to  delay  the 
technical  change  of  this  address  to  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

This  rulemaking  is  effective  immedi¬ 
ately,  and  is  issued  under  the  author¬ 
ity  of  Section  111  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  1857c-6. 

Dated:  January  31, 1978. 

Jack  J.  Schramm, 
Regional  Administrator. 

Part  60  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amend¬ 
ed  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  60.4,  paraerraph  (b)  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  revising  subparagraph  (I)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  60.4  Address. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  *  • 

(A>-(H)  *  •  • 

(I)  State  of  Delaware  (for  fossil  fuel-fired 
steam  generators;  incinerators;  nitric  acid 
plants;  asphalt  concrete  plants;  storage  ves¬ 
sels  for  petroleum  liquids;  and  sewage  treat¬ 
ment  plants  only):  Delaware  Department  of 
Natural  Resources  and  Environmental  Con¬ 


trol.  Edward  Tatnall  Building.  Dover,  Del. 
19901. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4268  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  ami 


[6560-01] 

[FRL  856-21 

PART  61— NATIONAL  EMISSION  STANDARDS 
FOR  HAZARDOUS  AIR  POLLUTANTS 

Delegatior  of  Authority  to  State  of  Delaware 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  amends 
regulations  concerning  air  programs  to 
reflect  delegation  to  the  State  of  Dela¬ 
ware  of  authority  to  implement  and 
enforce  certain  National  Emission 
Standards  for  Hazardous  Air  Pollut¬ 
ants. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  16, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Stephen  R.  Was.sersug,  Director,  En¬ 
forcement  Division,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  III,  6th 
and  Walnut  Streets.  Philadelphia, 
Pa.  19106,  215-597-4171. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

On  September  7,  1977,  the  State  of 
Delaware  requested  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  to  implement  and  enforce  cer¬ 
tain  National  Emission  Standards  for 
Hazardous  Air  Pollutants.  The  request 
was  reviewed  and  on  September  30, 
1977,  a  letter  was  sent  to  Pierre  S. 
DuPont  IV,  Governor,  State  of  Dela¬ 
ware.  approving  the  delegation  and 
outlining  its  conditions.  The  approval 
letter  specified  that  if  Governor 
DuPont  or  any  other  representative 
had  any  objections  to  the  conditions 
of  delegation  they  were  to  respond 
within  ten  (10)  days  after  receipt  of 
the  letter.  As  of  this  date,  no  objec¬ 
tions  have  been  received. 

II.  Regulations  Affected  by  This 
Document 

Pursuant  to  the  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  for  National  Emission  Stan¬ 
dards  for  Hazardous  Air  Pollutants 
(NESHAPS)  to  the  State  of  Delaware 
on  September  30,  1977,  EPA  is  today 
amending  40  CFR  61.04,  Address,  to  re¬ 
flect  this  delegation.  A  Notice  an¬ 
nouncing  this  delegation  was  pub¬ 
lished  on  February  15,  1978,  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  amended 
§  61.04,  which  adds  the  address  of  the 
Delaw'are  Department  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources  and  Environmental  Control,  to 
which  all  reports,  requests  applica¬ 
tions,  submittals,  and  communications 
to  the  Administrator  pursuant  to  this 
part  must  also  be  addressed,  is  set 
forth  below. 


III.  General 

The  Administrator  finds  good  cause 
for  foregoing  prior  public  notice  and 
for  making  this  rulemaking  effective 
immediately  in  that  it  is  an  adminis¬ 
trative  change  and  not  one  of  substan¬ 
tive  content.  No  additional  substantive 
burdens  are  imposed  on  the  parties  af¬ 
fected.  The  delegation  which  is  reflect¬ 
ed  by  this  Administrative  amendment 
was  effective  on  September  30,  1977, 
and  it  serves  no  purpose  to  delay  the 
technical  change  of  this  address  to  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

This  rulemaking  is  effective  immedi¬ 
ately,  and  is  issued  under  the  author¬ 
ity  of  section  112  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 
as  amended.  42  U.S.C.  §  1857c-7. 

Dated;  January  31,  1978. 

Jack  J.  Schramm, 
Regional  Administrator. 

Part  61  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amend¬ 
ed  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  61.04,  paragraph  (b)  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  revising  subparagraph  (I)  to 
read  as  follows; 

§  61.04  Address. 

•  #  •  «  • 

(b) •  •  * 

(AMH)  •  •  • 

(I)  State  of  Delaware  (for  asbestos,  beryl¬ 
lium  and  mercury  only):  Delaware  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Natural  Resources  and  Environ¬ 
mental  Control,  Edward  Tatnall  Building, 
Dover,  Delaware  19901. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4267  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4110-12] 

Titio  41 — Public  Conlroctt  and  Property 
Monogomont 

CHAPTER  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE,  OFFICE  OF  THE 
SECRETARY 

PART  3-16— PROCUREMENT  FORMS 
Amondmontt  to  Chapter 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY;  Part  3-16  is  being  amend¬ 
ed  to;  (1)  Correct  an  administrative 
error  in  §  3-16.950-315. 

(2)  Reestablish  the  material  in  §3- 
16.5001  as  a  new  Subpart  3-16.51, 
Standardized  Request  for  Proposal 
(RFP)  Format  and  Checklist  for  So¬ 
licitation  Documents.  This  action  is 
being  initiated  to  clarify  the  number¬ 
ing  system,  to  provide  ease  of  identifi¬ 
cation  of  individual  segments  within 
the  regulations,  and  to  make  adminis¬ 
trative  or  editorial  revisions  to  the  reg¬ 
ulation:  and 

(3)  Reserve  Section  3-16.5001  for 
future  use. 
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EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  16, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

David  Sinicrope,  Division  of  Procure¬ 
ment  Policy  and  Regulations  Devel¬ 
opment,  Office  of  Grants  and  Pro¬ 
curement,  OASMB-OS,  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  202-245- 
6347. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
It  is  the  general  policy  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health.  Education,  arid  Wel¬ 
fare  to  utilize  the  rulemaking  process 
and  solicit  comments  from  the  general 
public.  However,  because  of  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  nature  of  the  changes, 
the  issuance  of  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  deemed  unnecessary. 

The  provisions  of  these  amendments 
are  issued  under  5  U.S.C.  301;  40 
UB.C.  486(c). 

Note.— The  Department  of  Health.  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  inflation  impact 
statement  under  Executive  Order  11821  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Dated;  February  1,  1978. 

Matthias  Lasker, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Grants  and  Procure¬ 
ment 

1.  Item  2  of  p-16.950-315  is  deleted 
and  the  following  is  substituted  there¬ 
for: 

2.  Disputes 

(Text  of  this  clause  is  set  forth  in  FPR  1- 
7.102-12). 

2.  The  new  Subpart  3-16.51,  Stan¬ 
dardized  Request  for  Proposal  (RFP) 
Format  and  Checklist  for  Solicitation 
Documents,  reads  as  follows: 

Sec. 

3-16.5101  Purpose. 

3-16.5102  Forms  to  be  used. 

3-16.5103  Information  requirements. 
3-16.5104  Contents  of  RFP. 

3-16.5105  Use  of  Standard  Forms  33  and 
33A. 

3-16.5106  Format  for  transmittal  letter. 
3-16.5106-1  Optional  statements  (transmit¬ 
tal  letter). 

3-16.5107  Contract  provisions  (including 
scope  of  work). 

3-16.5108  Instructions  to  offerors. 

3-16.5109  General  instructions. 

3-16.5109-1  Introductory  paragraph. 
3-16.5109-2  Mandatory  statements  for  gen¬ 
eral  instructions. 

3-16.5109-3  Optional  statements  (general 
instructions). 

3-16.5110  Technical  proposal  instructions. 
3-16.5110-1  General  requirements. 
3-16.5110-2  Examples  of  criteria. 
3-16.5110-3  Mandatory  statement. 
3-16.5111  Business  proposal  instructions. 
3-16.5111-1  Contents  of  business  proposal 
instructions. 

3-16.5111-2  Cost  and  pricing  data. 

3-16.51 1 1  -3  Other  administrative  data. 


3-16.5112  Representations  and  certifica¬ 
tions. 

3-16.5113  Noncompetitive  procurements. 
3-16.5113-1  Contents  of  RFP. 

3-16.5113-2  Instructions  to  offeror. 
3-16.5113-3  General  instructions. 

Subpart  3-16.51 — Standardized  Request  for 
Proposal  (RFP)  Format  and  Checklist  for  So* 
Rcitation  Documents 

§  3-16.5101  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  these  instructions  is 
to  establish  the  acceptable  minimum 
requirements  for  the  format  and  con¬ 
tent  of  requests  for  proposals  in  order: 

(a)  To  assure  that  proposals  are 
complete  and  contain  all  the  essential 
information  required  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and 

(b)  To  assure  a  degree  of  uniformity 
in  presentation  which  will  facilitate 
appraisal  of  proposals  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

§  3-16.5102.  Forms  to  be  used. 

Forms  used  for  requesting  proposals 
on  negotiated  procurements  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  this  Subpart,  Sub¬ 
part  3-16.50  and  FPR  Subpart  1-16.9. 

§  3-16.5103  Information  requirements. 

Generally,  requests  for  proposals 
(RFT’s)  shall  be  in  writing.  RFP's 
shall  contain  the  information  neces¬ 
sary  to  enable  a  prospective  offeror  to 
prepare  a  proposal  and  shall  contain 
the  information  set  forth  herein,  if  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  procurement  involved. 

§  3-16.5104  Contents  of  RFP. 

The  request  for  proposals  shall  con¬ 
sist  of  the  following  documents: 

(a)  Transmittal  letter. 

(b)  Proposed  contract  provisions  (in¬ 
cluding  work  statement). 

(c)  Instructions  to  offeror: 

(1)  General  instructions. 

(2)  Technical  proposal  instructions. 

(3)  Business  proposal  instructions. 

§  3-16.5105  Use  of  Standard  Forms  33  and 
33A 

Standard  Forms  (SF)  33,  Solicita¬ 
tion.  Offer,  and  Award,  and  33A,  So¬ 
licitation  Instructions  and  Conditions, 
will  normally  be  used  for  fixed-price 
type  contracts  (procurement  of  hard¬ 
ware  and  administrative  type  supplies/ 
services).  If  the  SF  33  and  33A  are  not 
utilized,  the  business  proposal  instruc¬ 
tions  must  include  all  the  required 
representations  and  certifications. 

§3-16.5106  Format  for  transmittal  letter. 

The  following  format  shall  be  uti¬ 
lized  in  preparing  the  transmittal 
letter  for  requests  for  proposals: 

Date - 

Refer  to  RFP  No. - 

Ladies  and  Gentlemen:  You  are  invited  to 
submit  a  proposal  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  request  for  proposal  No. - 

for  (insert  name  of  the  procurement). 


Your  proposal  must  be  received  by  the 
Contracting  Officer  no  later  than  (insert 
date)  and  (time-local  prevailing  time)  at  (ad¬ 
dress  to  which  proposals  are  to  be  sent). 

Special  attention  is  directed  to  the  "Certi¬ 
fication  of  Nonsegregated  Facilities”  of  this 
solicitation.  You  are  cautioned  that  failure 
to  agree  to  the  certification  shall  render 
your  proposal  ineligible  for  award  of  con¬ 
tracts  exceeding  $10,000  which  are  not 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  the  Equal 
Opportunity  clause. 

Your  proposal  must  be  prepared  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  attached  “Contract  Provi¬ 
sions"  and  “Instructions  to  Offerors.”  How¬ 
ever,  if  you  have  a  basic  agreement  with  the 
Department  and  it  is  applicable  to  the  type 
of  contract  to  be  awarded,  the  resultant  con¬ 
tract  will  incorporate  the  basic  agreement 
by  reference. 

The  RFP  does  not  commit  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  pay  any  cost  for  the  preparation 
and  submission  of  a  proprosaL  It  is  also 
brought  to  your  attention  that  the  Con¬ 
tracting  Officer  is  the  only  individual  who 
can  legally  commit  the  Government  to  the 
expenditure  of  public  funds  in  connection 
with  this  proposed  procurement. 

Requests  for  any  information  concerning 
this  RFP  should  be  referred  only  to  (Name 
and  title  of  individual)  who  may  be  called 
on  (area  code  and  telephone  number). 

Sincerely. 


§3-16.5106-1  Optional  statements  (trans¬ 
mittal  letter). 

Include  any  of  the  following  state¬ 
ments  in  the  transmittal  letter  when 
they  are  applicable  to  the  procure¬ 
ment  action: 

(a)  If  the  contract  is  to  be  conditioned  on 
the  availability  of  fimds.  a  clear  statement 
of  such  conditions  must  be  added  (see 
HEWPR  3-1.354). 

(b)  The  following  is  to  be  used  when  a  pre- 
proposal  conference  is  required.  The  lan¬ 
guage  may  be  modified  to  adapt  to  the  par¬ 
ticular  situation. 

A  conference  will  be  held  with  prospective 

offerors  at - (time)  on - (date) 

at - (location)  for  the  purpose  of 

providing  information  concerning  the  Gov¬ 
ernment's  requirements  which  may  be  help¬ 
ful  in  the  preparation  of  proposals,  and  to 
answer  any  questions  which  you  have  re¬ 
garding  this  solicitation. 

The  success  of  this  type  of  conference  de¬ 
pends  largely  on  the  leadtime  available  to 
the  Government  for  research  in  connection 
with  questions  submitted  by  offerors. 
Therefore,  you  are  requested  to  mail  writ¬ 
ten  questions  concerning  any  areas  of  uncer¬ 
tainty  which,  in  your  opinion,  require  clari¬ 
fication  or  correction,  in  sufficient  time  to 
be  received  on  or  before - . 

Your  questions  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Contracting  Officer - and  the  enve¬ 

lope  should  be  marked.  “Offerors  Confer¬ 
ence  Question,  RFP  No. - A  set  of  all 

questions  and  answers  will  be  furnished  si¬ 
multaneously  to  all  prospective  offerors. 

Because  of  space  limitations,  prospective 

contractors  shall  be  limited  to  a  total  of - 

representatives. 

Attendance  at  the  preproposal  conference 
is  recommended;  however,  attendance  is  nei¬ 
ther  required  nor  a  prerequisite  for  proposal 
submission,  and  will  not  be  considered  a 
factor  in  proposal  evaluation. 

(c)  When  the  procurement  involves  a  set- 
aside  for  labor  surplus  area  or  small  buai- 
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ness  concerns,  insert  the  following  state¬ 
ment; 

This  is  a - percent  set-aside  for  small 

business  (labor  surplus  area  concerns). 

In  addition,  the  prescribed  •‘Notice  of  Set- 
Aside”  provisions  are  set  forth  in  PPR  1- 
1.703-5  and  6.  and  1-1.804-2. 

(d)  If  multiple  awards  may  be  made,  insert 
the  following: 

Multiple  awards:  More  than  one  award 
may  be  made  under  this  solicitation. 

(e)  Insert  the  following,  if  the  offeror  is  to 
be  informed  of  the  Government’s  estimate 
of  the  level  of  effort  necessary  to  accom¬ 
plish  the  requirement. 

( 1 )  The  Government  coasiders  the  level  of 
effort  to  perform  should  take  the  following 
approximate  man-hours;  (Insert  a  break¬ 
down  of  the  Government's  man-hour  esti¬ 
mates  by  categories.)  These  estimates  are 
furnished  for  the  offeror’s  information  only 
and  are  not  to  be  considered  restrictive  for 
proposal  purposes;  or 

(2)  To  assist  you  in  the  preparation  of 
your  proposal,  the  Government  considers 
the  effort  to  be  performed  during  this  con¬ 
tract  to  be  approximately  (insert  the  total 
figure)  man-hours.  This  number  is  fur¬ 
nished  for  the  offeror’s  information  only 
and  is  not  considered  restrictive,  for  proposal 
purposes. 

§3-16.5107  Contract  provisions  (including 
scope  of  work). 

Each  request  for  proposal  shall  con¬ 
tain  the  proposed  contract  provisions 
including  the  scope  of  work  or  specifi¬ 
cations.  In  addition  to  the  scope  of 
work  or  specifications,  this  element  of 
the  request  for  proposal  shall  contain 
such  information  as  the  period  of  per¬ 
formance  or  delivery  schedule,  report¬ 
ing  requirements,  the  general  provi¬ 
sions,  any  additional  provisions,  and 
sp>ecial  contract  clauses. 

§  3-16.5108  Instructions  to  offerors. 

The  instructions  to  offerors  shall 
consist  of  three  parts.  The  first  will  be 
“General  Instructions,”  the  second 
will  be  the  instructions  for  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  technical  proposal  and  the 
third  will  be  the  instructions  for  the 
preparation  of  the  business  proposal. 

§  3-16.5109  General  instructions. 

§3-16.5109-1  Introductory  paragraph. 

(a)  The  introductory  paragraph  to 
the  “General  Instructions”  shall  con¬ 
tain  the  following  statements: 

The  following  instructions  will  establish 
the  acceptable  minimum  requirements  for 
the  format  and  contents  of  proposals.  Spe¬ 
cial  attention  is  directed  to  the  require¬ 
ments  for  technical  and  business  proposals 
to  be  submitted  in  accordance  with  these 
instructions. 

(b)  The  following  are  examples  of  a 
statement  that  must  be  included  in 
the  RFP  to  reflect  the  relative  weight¬ 
ing  of  cost  or  price  and  the  technical 
proposal. 

(1)  You  are  advised  that  paramount  con¬ 
sideration  shall  be  given  to  the  evaluation 
of  technical  proposals  rather  than  cost  or 
price. 
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(2)  You  are  advised  that  paramount  con¬ 
sideration  shall  be  given  to  cost  or  price 
rather  than  the  evaluation  of  technical  pro¬ 
posals. 

(3)  You  are  advised  that  the  evaluation  of 
technical  proposals  and  cost  or  price  are  oi 
approximately  equal  value. 

Note.— Other  statements  may  be  devel¬ 
oped  to  reflect  the  relative  weighting  of  cost 
or  price  and  the  technical  proposal. 

§3-16.5109-2  Mandatory  statements  fur 
general  instructions. 

The  general  instructions  must  con¬ 
tain  the  following  statements  unless 
otherwise  noted: 

(a)  It  is  contemplated  that  a  (insert  type 
of  contract)  will  awarded.  In  addition  to 
the  special  provisions  of  this  request  for 
proposal,  any  resultant  contract  shall  in¬ 
clude  the  general  provisions  applicable  to 
the  selected  offeror’s  organization  and  type 
contract  awarded.  Any  additional  clauses  re¬ 
quired  by  Public  Law.  Executive  order,  or 
procurement  regulations,  in  effect  at  the 
time  of  execution  of  the  proposed  contract, 
will  be  included. 

(b)  The  following  shall  be  included  unless 
the  principal  operating  component  has  au¬ 
thorized  a  different  policy  regarding  the 
separation  of  proposals  and  Inclusion  of  cost 
information  in  the  technical  proposal: 

The  proposal  shall  be  in  two  parts:  a 
“Technical  Proposal”  and  a  “Business  Pro¬ 
posal.”  Each  of  the  parts  shall  be  separate 
and  complete  in  itself  so  that  evaluation  of 
one  may  be  accomplished  independently  of, 
and  (x>ncurrently  with,  evaluation  of  the 
other.  The  technical  proposal  shall  not  con¬ 
tain  reference  to  cost:  however,  resources  in¬ 
formation,  such  as.  data  concerning  labor 
hours  and  categories,  materials,  subcon¬ 
tracts,  etc.,  shall  be  contained  in  the  techni¬ 
cal  proposal  so  that  the  offeror’s  under¬ 
standing  of  the  scope  of  the  work  may  be 
evaluated.  It  must  disclose  your  technical 
approach  in  as  much  detail  as  possible,  in¬ 
cluding,  but  not  limited  to,  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  technical  proposal  instruc¬ 
tions. 

(c)  The  wording  set  forth  below  may  be 
modified  if  the  principal  operating  compo¬ 
nent  has  a  policy  of  not  requiring  the  sepa¬ 
ration  of  business  and  technical  proposals. 

The  proposal  shall  be  signed  by  an  official 

authorized  to  bind  your  organization. - 

copies  of  your  technical  proposal  and  - 

copies  of  your  business  proposal  shall  be 
submitted  to:  (Insert  complete  address  as  to 
where  the  proposal  is  to  be  sent  and  how 
the  RFP  is  to  be  marked). 

(d)  One  of  the  following  provisions  regard¬ 
ing  the  receipt  and  consideration  of  propos¬ 
als  for  award  that  are  received  after  the 
exact  time  set  for  receipt  in’  the  request  for 
proposal  shall  be  included  in  the  General 
Instructions: 

(1)  If  the  procedures  set  forth  in  §  3-3.802- 

1  are  utilized,  include  the  provisions  in  §  3- 
3.802-l(a). 

(2)  If  the  procedures  set  forth  in  §  3-3.802- 

2  are  utilized.  Include  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  §  3-3.802-2(b). 

(e)  You  may,  at  your  discretion,  submit  al¬ 
ternate  proposals,  or  proposals  which  devi¬ 
ate  from  the  requirements:  Provided,  That 
you  also  submit  a  proposal  for  performance 
of  the  work  as  specified  in  the  statement  of 
work.  Such  proposals  may  be  considered  if 
overall  performance  would  be  improved  or 
not  compromised  and  if  they  are  in  the  best 
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interests  of  the  Government.  Alternative 
proposals,  or  deviations  from  any  require¬ 
ment  of  this  RFP,  shall  be  clearly  identi¬ 
fied. 

(f)  The  proposal  submitted  in  response  to 
the  request  for  proposal  may  contain  tech¬ 
nical  data  which  the  offeror  or  his  subcon¬ 
tractor  offeror  does  not  want  used  or  dis¬ 
closed  for  any  purpose  other  than  evalua¬ 
tion  of  the  proposal.  The  use  and  disclosure 
of  any  such  technical  data  may  be  so  re¬ 
stricted;  Provided,  The  offeror  marks  the 
cover  sheet  of  the  proposal  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  legend,  specifying  the  pages  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  which  are  to  be  restricted  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  conditions  of  the  legend: 

“Technical  data  contained  in  pages - of 

this  proposal  shall  not  be  usqd  or  disclosed, 
except  for  evaluation  purposes:  Provided, 
That  if  a  contract  is  awarded  to  this  offeror 
as  a  result  of  or  in  connection  with  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  this  proposal,  the  Government 
shall  have  the  right  to  use  or  disclose  this 
technical  data  to  the  extent  provided  in  the 
contract.  This  restriction  does  not  limit  the 
Govenunent’s  right  to  use  or  disclose  tech¬ 
nical  data  obtained  from  another  source 
without  restriction.” 

The  Government  assumes  no  liability  for 
disclosure  or  use  of  unmarked  technical 
data  and  may  use  or  disclose  the  data  for 
any  purpose  and  may  consider  that  the  pro¬ 
posal  was  not  submitted  in  confidence  and 
therefore  is  releasable  under  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552). 

(g)  The  Government  will  evaluate  techni¬ 
cal  proposals  in  accordance  with  the  criteria 
set  forth  In  the  technical  proposal  instruc¬ 
tions. 

(h)  The  Government  reserves  the  right  to 
make  an  award  without  further  discussion 
of  the  proposals  received.  Therefore,  it  is 
important  that  your  proposal  be  submitted 
initially  on  the  most  favorable  terms  from 
both  the  technical  and  cost  standpoints. 

(i)  The  Goverrunent  reserves  the  right  to 
reject  any  or  all  proposals  received.  It  is  un- 
derst'xtd  that  your  proposal  will  become 
part  of  t  he  official  file. 

(j)  Unnecessarily  elaborate  brochures  or 
other  presentations  beyond  that  sufficient 
to  present  a  complete  and  effective  proposal 
are  not  desired  and  may  be  construed  as  an 
indication  of  the  offeror’s  lack  of  cost  con¬ 
sciousness.  Elaborate  art  work,  expensive 
visual  and  other  presentation  aids  are  nei¬ 
ther  necessary  nor  wanted. 

§3-16.5109-3  Optional  statements  (gener¬ 
al  instructions). 

Include  any  of  the  following  in  the 
general  instructions  if  the  item  is  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  particular  situation; 

(a)  If  the  proposed  contract  will  in¬ 
volve  performance  or  services  on  a 
Government  installation,  insert  the 
following  paragraph: 

Site  viaiL  Offerors  are  urged  and  expected 
to  inspect  the  site  where  services  are  to  be 
performed  and  to  satisfy  themselves  as  to 
all  general  and  local  conditions  that  may 
affect  the  cost  of  performance  of  the  con¬ 
tract,  to  the  extent  such  information  is  rea¬ 
sonably  obtainable.  In  no  event  will  failure 
to  Inspect  the  site  constitute  grounds  for 
claim  after  the  award  of  a  contract. 

(b)  The  following  notice  to  offerors 
will  be  included  whenever  contract 
performance  is  expected  to  involve 
risk  to  human  subjects: 
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Notice  to  Oftefors  or  Requirements  por 

Adequate  Assurance  of  Protection  or 

Human  Subjects 

Prospective  contractors  being  considered 
for  award  will  be  required  to  give  acceptable 
assurance  that  the  project  described  will  be 
subject  to  initial  and  continuing  review  by 
an  appropriate  institutional  committee. 
This  review  shall  assure  that  the  rights  and 
welfare  of  the  individuals  involved  are  ade¬ 
quately  protected,  that  the  risks  to  an  indi¬ 
vidual  are  outweighed  by  the  potential 
benefits  to  him  or  by  the  importance  of  the 
knowledge  to  be  gained,  and  that  informed 
consent  will  be  obtained  by  methods  that 
are  adequate  and  appropriate. 

(c)  Where  reference  material  is  to  be 
provided  for  use  in  preparation  of  pro¬ 
posals,  Insert  either  of  the  following 
clauses: 

(1)  To  assist  offerors  in  preparing  their 

proposals,  •  ref erence  material  consisting  of 
(insert  title  or  description  of  publications, 
specifications,  drawings,  reports,  or  other 
documentation  being  made  available  as  ref¬ 
erence  material)  will  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at - .  Offerors  are  expected  to 

examine  all  reference  material  prior  to 
preparation  and  submission  of  their  propos¬ 
als.  Failure  to  do  so  will  be  at  the  offeror’s 
risk;  or 

(2)  To  assist  offerors  in  preparing  their 
proposals,  reference  material  consisting  of 
(insert  title  or  description  of  publications, 
specifications,  drawings,  reports  or  other 
documentation  being  furnished  as  reference 
material)  is  enclosed  (is  being  forwarded  to 
you  under  separate  cover).  Offerors  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  examine  all  reference  material 
prior  to  preparation  and  submission  of  their 
proposal.  Failure  to  do  so  will  be  at  the  of¬ 
feror’s  risk. 

Include  the  following  statement  if  the  ref¬ 
erence  material  is  to  be  returned  to  the 
Government: 

All  reference  material  furnished  hereun¬ 
der  shall  be  returned  within - days  after 

the  submission  of  proposals  to - . 

<d)  A  statement  regarding  discount 
provisions. 

(e)  When  telegraphic  offers  are  au¬ 
thorized  in  a  solicitation  using  Stan¬ 
dard  Form  33  (Solicitation,  Offer,  and 
Award),  a  provision  similar  to  that  set 
forth  in  FT*R  1-2.202-2  can  be  includ¬ 
ed. 

(f)  A  statement  that,  in  the  event 
the  proposal  should  contained  classi¬ 
fied  information,  the  provisions  of  the 
HEW  Security  Staff  Manual  will 
apply. 

(g)  If  option  provisions  are  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  request  for  proposal,  see 
§3-1.5403  for  the  appropriate  provi¬ 
sion. 

(h)  If  an  incentive  type  contract  is 
being  considered,  a  notice  to  the  of¬ 
feror  of  the  Government’s  desire  as  to 
use  of  incentives  considered  applica¬ 
ble,  objectives  of  the  incentive  perfor¬ 
mance  goals,  schedules,  milestones, 
critical  delivery  parameters  and  simi¬ 
lar  information  shall  be  included. 


§3-16.5110  Technical  proposal  instruc¬ 
tions. 

§3-16.5110-1  General  requirements. 

The  technical  evaluation  criteria 
and  the  relative  weightings  of  each 
factor  must  be  included  in  the  RFP.  It 
should  be  noted  that  the  RFP  evalua¬ 
tion  criteria  cannot  be  modified  except 
for  a  formal  modification  to  the  RFT 
and  no  factors  other  than  those  set 
forth  in  the  request  for  proposals  shall 
be  used  in  the  evaluation  of  technical 
proposals. 

§  3-16.5110-2  Examples  of  criteria. 

The  following  are  examples  of  tech¬ 
nical  evaluation  criteria  that  can  be 
used  in  the  evaluation  of  technical 
proposals  and  the  information  that 
can  be  required.  These  criteria  and 
their  relative  importance,  or  weights, 
require  the  exercise  of  Judgment  on  a 
case-by-case  basis,  and  since  they  must 
be  tailored  to  the  requirements  of 
each  particulsu-  procurement,  it  is  un¬ 
likely  they  would  be  applicable  to 
every  project.  Because  the  evaluation 
criteria  serve  as  the  standard  against 
which  all  proposals  compete,  it  is  im¬ 
portant  that  they  be  chosen  cautiously 
and  with  discretion  in  order  to  empha¬ 
size  facrtors  considered  to  be  crucial  to 
the  selection  of  a  contractor. 

(а)  Understanding  the  problem  and 
technical  approach. 

(1)  Statement  and  discussion  of  re¬ 
quirements  as  analyzed  by  the  offeror. 

(2)  Offeror’s  proposed  explanation 
of  technical  approaches  and  a  detailed 
outline  of  the  proposed  approach  for 
executing  the  requirements  of  the 
technical  scope  and  achieving  the  ob¬ 
jectives  of  the  project. 

(3)  Preliminary  layouts,  sketches, 
diagrams,  other  graphic  representa¬ 
tions  calculations,  curves,  and  other 
data  as  may  be  necessary  for  presenta¬ 
tion.  substantiation,  justification  or 
understanding  of  the  proposed  ap¬ 
proaches  and  program. 

(4)  Statement  and  discussion  of  an¬ 
ticipated  major  difficulties  and  prob¬ 
lem  areas,  together  with  potential  or 
recommended  approaches  for  their 
resolution. 

(5Mi)  Statement  of  the  extent  to 
which  the  proposed  approach  and  pro¬ 
gram  can  be  expected  to  meet  or 
exceed  requirements  and  specifica¬ 
tions  of  the  technical  scope. 

(ii)  A  differentiation  shall  be  made 
between  the  areas  of  assured  compli¬ 
ance,  possible  but  not  assured  compli¬ 
ance,  and  noncompliance. 

(б)  An  outline  of  the  phases  or  seg¬ 
ments  into  which  the  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  can  be  divided  if  the  offeror 
wishes  to  propose  phases  or  segments 
different  from  those  set  forth  in  the 
technical  scope. 

(7)  Schedule  for  the  completion  of 
the  work  and  delivery  of  items  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  technical  scope.  Perfor¬ 


mance  or  delivery  schedules  shall  be 
indicated  for  phases  or  segments,  as 
applicable,  as  well  as  for  the  overall 
program.  Schedules  shall  be  shown  in 
terms  of  calendar  months  from  the 
date  of  authorization  to  proceed  or, 
where  applicable,  from  the  date  of  a 
stated  event,  as  an  example,  receipt  of 
a  required  approval  by  the  contracting 
officer. 

(b)  Qualifications.  (1)  Experience. 
General  background,  experience,  and 
qualifications  of  the  offeror.  Special 
notation  should  be  made  of  similar  or 
related  programs  performed  for  the 
Government  including  dociunentation 
with  reference  to  the  applicable  con¬ 
tract  numbers  and  supervising  cogni¬ 
zant  agencies,  giving  names,  and  tele¬ 
phone  numbers  of  the  contracting  of- 
hcer  and  project  officer.  A  discussion 
of  proposed  or  present  facilities  which 
can  be  devoted  to  the  project  may  be 
appropriate. 

(2)  Personnel  (i)  Personnel  who  will 
be  assigned  for  direct  work  on  this 
program.  Information  is  required 
which  will  show  the  composition  of 
the  task  or  work  group,  its  general 
qualifications,  and  recent  experience 
with  similar  equipment  or  programs. 
Special  mention  shall  be  made  of 
direct  technical  supervisors  and  key 
technical  personnel,  and  the  approxi¬ 
mate  percentage  of  the  total  time  each 
will  be  available  for  this  program. 

(ii)  Resumes  are  desirable  which  will 
indicate  education,  background,  recent 
experience,  and  specific  scientific  or 
technical  accomplishments. 

(iii)  Additional  personnel,  if  any, 
who  will  be  requir^  for  full-time  em¬ 
ployment.  or  on  a  subcontract  or  con¬ 
sultant  basis.  The  technical  areas, 
character,  and  extent  of  subcontract 
or  consultant  activity  will  be  indicated 
and  the  anticipated  sources  will  be 
specified  and  qiialified. 

§3-16.5110-3  Mandatory  statement 

In  addition  to  the  evaluation  criteria 
and  the  relative  weightings,  the  tech¬ 
nical  proposal  instructions  must  in¬ 
clude  the  following  statement; 

Proposals  which  merely  offer  to  conduct  a 
program  in  a(xx>rdance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Government’s  scope  of  work 
will  not  be  eligible  for  award.  ’The  offeror 
must  submit  an  explanation  of  the  proposed 
technical  approach  in  conjunction  with  the 
tasks  to  be  performed  in  achieving  the  pro¬ 
ject  objectives. 

§3-16.5111  Business  proposal  instruc¬ 
tions. 

§  3-16.5111-1  Contents  of  business  propos¬ 
al  instructions. 

The  business  proposal  instruction 
will  consist  of  three  parts: 

(a)  Cost  and  pricing  data. 

(b)  Other  administrative  data. 

(c)  Representations  and  certifica¬ 
tions. 
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§  3-16.5111-2  Cost  and  pririnf;  data. 

(a)  The  forms  to  be  used  are  Option¬ 
al  Form  59,  Contract  Pricing  Proposal, 
or  Optional  Form  60,  Contract  Pricing 
Proposal  (Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment).  The  forms  are  illustrated  in 
FPR  1-16.902-OP59  and  1-16.902- 
OP60,  respectively, 

(b)  The  following  instructions  shall 
be  included  in  the  business  proposal 
instructions  of  the  RFP. 

The  offeror,  as  a  minimum,  must  submit 
cost  proposals  fully  supported  by  cost  and 
pricing  data  adequate  to  establLsh  the  rea¬ 
sonableness  of  the  proposed  amount.  The 
attached  OF59  or  60  must  be  used  in  the 
preparation  of  proposal,  and  the  offeror 
must  comply  with  the  instructions  and  foot¬ 
notes  of  the  form  and  fill  in  or  check  the 
appropriate  boxes.  In  addition; 

(1)  The  cost  for  individual  elements,  such 
as  analytical  studies,  reports,  etc.,  shall  be 
itemized. 

(2)  The  estimated  cost  of  each  phase  or 
segment  of  the  offered  performance  shall  be 
Itemized. 

(3)  Inasmuch  as  it  may  be  necessary  to  au¬ 
thorize  performance  of  the  project  by 
phases  or  a  group  of  phases,  the  extent  that 
these  are  severable  should  be  indicated  to¬ 
gether  with  the  effect,  if  any,  of  such  sever¬ 
ance  upon  the  estimated  cost. 

§  3-16.5111-3  Other  administrative  data. 

The  following  shall  be  set  forth 
under  the  item  entitled,  “Other  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Data”: 

(a)  The  proposal  shall  stipulate  that  it  is 
predicated  upon  all  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  RFP.  In  addition,  it  shall  con¬ 
tain  a  statement  to  the  effect  that  it  is  firm 
for  a  period  of  at  least  (insert  number  of 
days)  from  the  date  of  receipt  thereof  by 
the  Government. 

(b)  The  proposal  shall  list  the  names  and 
telephone  numbers  of  persons  authorized  to 
conduct  negotiations. 

(c)  It  is  HEW  policy  that  contractors  will 
provide  all  equipment  and  facilities  neces¬ 
sary  for  performance  of  contracts.  Excep¬ 
tion  may  be  granted  to  furnish  Govern¬ 
ment-owned  property,  or  to  authorize  pur¬ 
chase  with  contract  funds,  only  when  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  head  of  the  procuring  activ¬ 
ity.  If  additional  equipment  must  be  ac¬ 
quired.  the  offeror  shall  include  the  descrip¬ 
tion.  estimated  cost  of  each  item,  and 
whether  the  prospective  offeror  will  furnish 
such  items  with  its  own  funds. 

(d)  The  offeror  shall  Identify  Govern¬ 
ment-owned  property  in  its  possession  and/ 
or  property  a(xiulred  from  Federal  funds, 
and  title  to  which  vests  in  the  offeror  which 
they  propose  to  use  in  the  performance  of 
the  prospective  contract  (§f  3-56.502  and  3- 
56.503). 

(e)  The  management  and  control  of  any 
Government  property  shall  be  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  HEW  Publication  (OS)  74-115 
entitled,  “Control  of  Property  in  Possession 
of  Contractors,”  a  copy  of  which  will  be  pro¬ 
vided  upon  request. 

(f)  If  the  RFP  is  to  contain  bid  guarantee, 
performance  bond,  and  payment  bond  re¬ 
quirements,  the  applicable  provision  set 
forth  in  §  1-10.103  must  be  included. 

(g)  Other  business  and  administrative  in¬ 
formation  can  be  requested  if  it  is  necessary 
for  the  evaluation  of  proposals. 


§3-16.5112  Representations  and  certifica¬ 
tions. 

The  following  representations  and 
certifications  shall  be  included  as  at¬ 
tachments  to  all  RFP’s  which  do  not 
contain  the  Standard  Form  33  or  33A. 

(a)  The  heading  of  the  representa¬ 
tions  and  certifications  shall  provide 
that  copies  of  the  attachment  (Repre¬ 
sentations  and  Certifications)  must  be 
executed  by  an  official  authorized  to 
bind  the  offeror  and  made  a  part  of 
his  business  proposal. 

(b)  The  heading  of  the  attachment 
should  be  as  follows: 

Representations  and  Certifications 

(The  offeror  makes  the  following  represen¬ 
tations  and  certifications  as  part  of  his 

proposal  and  must  check  or  complete  ap¬ 
propriate  boxes  or  blanks) 

(c)  The  following  note  should  be  in¬ 
serted  at  the  bottom  of  the  first  page 
(separate  from  the  text  of  any  Repre¬ 
sentation  or  Certification)  of  the  at¬ 
tachment. 

Note.— The  penalty  for  making  false 
statements  in  offers  is  prescribed  in  18 
U.S.C.  1001. 

(d)  The  ri^ulred  Representations 
and  Certifications  are  as  follows: 

Representations  and  Certifications 

1.  SMALL  BUSINESS  REPRESENTATION 

This ’firm  (  )  is.  (  )  is  not,  a  small  busi¬ 
ness  concern.  If  the  firm  is  a  small  business 
concern  and  is  not  the  manufacturer  of  the 
supplies  to  be  furnished  hereunder,  the  firm 
also  repre.sents  that  all  such  supplies  (  ) 
will,  (  )  will  not,  be  manufactured  or  pro¬ 
duced  by  a  small  business  concern  in  the 
United  States,  its  pos-sessions.  or  Puerto 
Rico.  (A  small  business  concern  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  Government  procurement  is  a  con¬ 
cern,  Including  its  al  filiates,  which  is  inde¬ 
pendently  owned  and  operated,  is  not  domi¬ 
nant  in  the  field  of  operation  In  which  it  is 
contracting  and  can  further  qualify  under 
the  criteria  concerning  number  of  employ¬ 
ees,  average  annual  receipts,  or  other  crite¬ 
ria.  as  prescribed  by  the  Small  Business  Ad¬ 
ministration).  (See  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions.  Title  13,  Part  121,  as  amended,  which 
contains  detailed  definitions  and  related 
procedures.) 

a.  MINORITY  BUSINESS  ENTERPRISE 

The  offeror  represents  that  he  (  )  Is,  (  ) 
is  not,  a  minority  business  enterprise.  A  mi¬ 
nority  business  enterprise  Is  defined  as  a 
“business  at  least  50  percent  of  which  is 
owned  by  r.>lnorlty  group  members  or,  in 
case  of  publicly  owned  businesses,  at  least 
51  percent  of  the  stock  of  which  is  owned  by 
minority  group  members."  For  the  purpose 
of  this  definition,  minority  group  members 
are  Negroes.  Spanish-speaking  American 
persons.  American-Orientals,  American-In- 
dians,  American-Eskimos,  and  American- 
Aleuts. 

3.  TYPE  OF  ORGANIZATION 

The  offeror  operates  as  an  (  )  individual. 

(  )  state  or  local  agency,  (  )  partnership.  ( 

)  joint  venture.  (  )  nonprofit,  (  )  educa¬ 
tional  institution.  (  )  corporation,  orga¬ 
nized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of - . 


4.  REGULAR  DEALER-MANUFACTURER 
REPRESENTATION 

(Applicable  only  to  .supply  contracts 
exceeding  $10,000) 

The  offeror  is  a  (  )  regular  dealer  in,  (  ) 
manufacturer  of,  the  supplies  covered  by 
this  proposal. 

6.  CONTINGENT  FEE  REPRESENTATION 

(Applicable  only  to  proposals  in  which  the 
aggregate  amount  involved  exceeds  $10,000.) 

Offeror  represents  (a)  that  he  (  )  has,  ( 
)  has  not,  employed  or  retained  any  compa¬ 
ny  or  person  (other  than  a  full-time  bona 
fide  employee  working  solely  for  the  of¬ 
feror)  to  solicit  or  secure  this  contract,  and 
(b)  that  he  (  )  has.  (  )  has  not.  paid  or 
agreed  to  pay  any  company  or  person  (other 
than  a  full-time  bona  fide  employee  working 
solely  for  the  offeror)  any  fee.  commission, 
percentage  or  brokerage  fee.  contingent 
upon  or  resulting  from  the  award  of  this 
contract;  and  agrees  to  furnish  information 
relating  to  (a)  and  (b)  above  as  requested  by 
the  Contracting  Officer. 

(Note.— for  interpretation  of  representa¬ 
tion,  including  the  term  “bona  fide  employ¬ 
ee,”  see  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Title 
41,  Chapter  1,  Subpart  1-1.5). 

6.  employer’s  IDENTIFICATION  NUMBER 

The  proposed  Contractor’s  Internal  Rev¬ 
enue  Service  “Employer’s  Identification 
Number”  is - . 

7.  EQUAL  OPPORTUNITY  CERTIFICATION 

a.  Are  you  participating  in  any  contrac¬ 
tual  agreement  which  contains  the  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  Clause  prescribed 
in  Executive  Order  11246,  as  amended?  (  ) 
Yes  (  )  No. 

b.  Name  and  address  of  Federal  “Compli¬ 
ance  Agency”,  if  known: 

('"The  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Office 
of  Federal  Contract  Compliance  Pro¬ 
grams.  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  define 
the  term  “Compliance  Agency”  as  the 
agency  designated  by  the  Director, 
OFCCP,  to  conduct  compliance  reviews 
and  to  undertake  such  other  responsibil¬ 
ities  assigned) 


c.  Are  you  required  to  maintain  a  written 
affirmative  action  plan  according  to  41  CFR 
60-2  and  60-1.5(a)(4)?  (  )  Yes  (  )  No. 

d.  Has  the  “Compliance  Agency”  required 
you  to  correct  deficiencies  in  your  affirma¬ 
tive  action  plan  or  your  employment  policies 
and  practices?  (  )  Yes  (  )  No 

e.  Are  you  required  to  subOiit  an  annual 
coqipliance  report  as  described  in  41  CFR 
60-17(a)?  (  )  Yes  (  )  No. 

f.  If  the  answer  to  “e.”  Is  yes,  enclose  a 
copy  of  your  latest  compliance  report. 

g.  Data  on  Subcontractors.  (Use  supple¬ 
mentary  sheets  where  required.) 

- (1)'  (2)*  (3)* 

(Subcontractor’s  Name) 

- (  )  Yes  (  )  Yes  (  )  Yes 

(Street) 

- (  )No  (  )No  (  )No 

(City)  (State) 


•(1)  Previously  held  contracts  subject  to 
EG  10925.  11114,  and  11246.  as  amended. 

(Continued) 
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- (1)'  (2)*  (3)* 

(Subcontractor’s  Name) 

- (  )Yes  (  )Yes  (  )  Yes 

(Street) 

- (  )No  (  )No  {  )No 

(City)  (State) 

8.  CERTIFICATION  OF  NONSEGREGATED 
FACILITIES 

By  submission  of  this  offer,  the  offeror  or 
subcontractor  certifies  that  he  does  not 
maintain  or  provide  for  his  employees  any 
segregated  facilities  at  any  of  his  establish¬ 
ments.  and  that  he  does  not  permit  his  em¬ 
ployees  to  perform  their  services  at  any  lo¬ 
cation,  under  his  control,  where  segregated 
facilities  are  maintained.  He  certifies  fur¬ 
ther  that  he  will  not  maintain  or  provide  for 
his  employees  any  segregated  facilities  at 
any  of  his  establishments,  and  that  he  will 
not  permit  his  employees  to  perform  their 
services  at  any  location,  under  his  control, 
where  segregated  facilities  are  maintained. 
The  offeror,  or  subcontractor  agrees  that  a 
breach  of  this  certification  is  a  violation  of 
the  Ekiual  Opportunity  clause  in  this  con¬ 
tract.  As  used  in  this  certification  the  term 
“Segregated  Facilities”  means  any  waiting 
rooms,  work  areas,  rest  rooms  and  wash 
rooms,  restaurants  and  other  eating  areas, 
time  clocks,  locker  rooms  and  other  storage 
or  dressing  areas,  parking  lots,  drinking 
fountains,  recreation  or  entertainment 
areas,  transportation,  and  housing  facilities 
provided  for  employees  which  are  segregat¬ 
ed  by  explicit  directive  or  are  in  fact  segre¬ 
gated  on  the  basis  of  race,  creed,  color,  or 
national  origin,  bei^use  of  habit,  local 
custom,  or  otherwise.  He  further  agrees 
that  (except  where  he  has  obtained  identi¬ 
cal  certifications  from  proposed  subcontrac¬ 
tors  for  specific  time  periods)  he  will  obtain 
identical  certifications  from  proposed  sub¬ 
contractors  prior  to  the  award  of  subcon¬ 
tracts  exceeding  $10,000  which  are  not 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  the  Equal 
Opportunity  clause;  that  he  will  retain  such 
certifications  in  his  files;  and  that  he  will 
forward  the  following  noti(;e  to  such  pro¬ 
posed  subcontractors  (except  where  the  pro¬ 
posed  subcontractors  have  submitted  identi¬ 
cal  certifications  for  specific  time  periods); 

Notice  to  Prospective  Subcontractors  of 

Requirement  for  Certifications  of  Non- 

SEGRECATED  FACILITIES 

A  Certification  of  Nonsegregated  Facili¬ 
ties.  as  required  by  the  May  9,  1967,  order 
(32  FR  7439,  May  19,  1967)  on  Elimination 
of  Segregated  Facilities,  by  the  Secretary  of 
Labor,  must  be  submitted  prior  to  the  award 
of  a  subcontract  exceeding  $10,000  which  is 
not  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Equal  Opportunity  clause.  The  certification 
may  be  submitted  either  for  each  subcon¬ 
tract  or  for  all  subcontracts  during  a  period 
(i.e.,  quarterly,  semiannually,  or  annually). 

Note.— Failure  of  an  offeror  to  agree  to 
the  Certification  of  Nonsegregated  Facilities 
shall  render  his  offer  nonresponsive  to  the 
terms  of  solicitations  involving  awards  of 
contracts  exceeding  $10,000  which  are  not 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  the  Equal 
Opportunity  Clause. 


(Continued) 

•(2)  Previously  filed  certificate  of  nonse¬ 
gregated  facilities. 

•(3)  Previously  filed  annual  (EIEO-1,  EEO- 
4,  or  EEO-6)  compliance  report. 


RULES  AND  REGULATtONS 

9.  BUY  AMERICAN  CERTIFICATE 

(Applies  to  proposals  involving  end  products 
as  defined  by  FPR  1-6.101) 

The  offeror  hereby  certifies  that  each  end 
product,  except  the  end  product  listed 
below,  is  a  domestic  source  end  product  (as 
defined  in  the  clause  entitled  "Buy  Ameri¬ 
can  Act”),  and  that  components  of  unknown 
origin  have  been  considered  to  have  been 
mined,  produced,  or  manufactured  outside 
the  United  States; 

Excluded  end  products  (show  country  of 
origin  for  each  excluded  end  product). 


10.  DUPLICATION  OF  COST 

The  Contractor  represents  and  certifies 
that  any  charges  contemplated  and  included 
in  his  estimate  of  cost  for  performance  are 
not  duplicative  of  any  charges  against  any 
other  Government  contract,  subcontract,  or 
other  Government  source. 

1 1.  PLACE  op  PERFORMANCE 

Following  is  the  name  and  location  of  the 
plant  or  place  of  business  where  the  item(s) 
will  be  produced  or  supplied  from  stock  or 
where  the  service  will  be  performed. 


(Name  of  plant) 


(City  and  State) 


(County  and  Congressional  District) 

12.  CERTIFICATION  OP  INDEPENDENT  PRICE 
DETERMINATION 

a.  By  submission  of  this  proposal,  each  of¬ 
feror  certifies  and  in  the  case  of  a  joint  bid 
or  proposal,  each  party  thereto,  certifies  as 
to  its  own  organization,  that  in  connection 
with  this  procurement; 

(1)  The  prices  in  this  proposal  have  been 
arrived  at  independently,  without  consulta¬ 
tion.  communication,  or  agreement,  for  the 
purpose  of  restricting  competition,  as  to  any 
matter  relating  to  such  prices  with  any 
other  offeror  or  with  any  competitor. 

(2)  Unless  otherwise  required  by  law.  the 
prices  which  have  been  quoted  in  this  pro¬ 
posal  have  not  been  knowingly  discloseii  by 
the  offeror  and  will  not  knowingly  be  dis¬ 
closed  by  the  offeror  prior  to  award  directly 
or  indirectly  to  any  other  offeror  or  to  any 
competitor;  and 

(3)  No  attempt  has  been  made  or  will  be 
made  by  the  offeror  to  induce  any  other 
person  or  firm  to  submit  or  not  to  submit  a 
proposal  for  the  purpose  of  restricting  com¬ 
petition. 

b.  Each  person  signing  this  proposal  certi¬ 
fies  that; 

(1)  He  is  the  person  in  the  offeror’s  orga¬ 
nization  responsible  within  that  organiza¬ 
tion  for  the  decision  as  to  the  prices  being 
offered  herein  and  that  he  has  not  partici¬ 
pated,  and  will  not  participate,  in  any  action 
contrary  to  (aMl)  through  (aK3)  above:  or 


(2)  He  is  not  the  person  in  the  offeror’s  or¬ 
ganization  responsible  within  that  organiza¬ 
tion  for  the  decision  as  to  prices  being  of¬ 
fered  herein  but  that  he  has  been  autho¬ 
rized  in  WTiting  to  act  as  agent  for  the  per¬ 
sons  responsible  for  such  decision  in  certify¬ 
ing  that  such  persons  have  not  participated, 
and  will  not  participate,  in  any  action  con¬ 
trary  to  (a)(1)  through  (a)(3)  above,  and  as 
their  agent  does  hereby  so  certify;  and  (b) 
he  has  not  participated,  and  will  not  partici¬ 
pate,  in  any  action  contrary  to  (a)(1) 
through  (a)(3)  above. 

c.  This  certification  is  not  applicable  to  a 
foreign  offeror  submitting  a  proposal  for  a 
contract  which  requires  performance  or  de¬ 
livery  outside  the  United  States,  its  posses¬ 
sions  and  Puerto  Rico. 

d.  A  proposal  will  not  be  considered  for 
award  where  (a)(1),  (a)(3),  or  (b)  above  has 
been  deleted  or  modified.  Where  (a)(2) 
above  has  been  deleted  or  modified,  the  pro¬ 
posal  will  not  be  considered  for  award 
unless  the  offeror  furnishes  with  the  pro- 
po.sal  a  signed  statement  which  sets  forth  in 
detail  the  circumstances  of  the  disclosure 
and  the  head  of  the  agency,  or  his  designee, 
determines  that  such  disclosure  was  not 
made  for  the  purpose  of  restricting  competi¬ 
tion. 

(Certifications  numbered  13,  14,  and  15  are 
not  applicable  to  contracts  with  (i)  Hospi¬ 
tals,  (ii)  Educational  Institutions  subject 
to  41  CFR  1-15.3.  and  (iii)  State  and  Local 
Governments  subject  to  41  CFR  1-15.7,  or 
if  this  procurement  is  a  partial  Labor  Sur¬ 
plus  Area  set-aside,  or  reserved  for  Minor¬ 
ity  Business  Enterprises  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  8(a)  of  the  Small  Business  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  637(a))) 

13.  DISCLOSURE  STATEMENT— COST  ACCOUNTINC 
PRACTICES  AND  (TRTIFICATION 

Any  contract  in  excess  of  $100,000  result¬ 
ing  from  this  solicitation  except  (1)  when 
the  price  negotiated  is  based  on  (a)  estab¬ 
lished  catalog  or  market  prices  of  commer¬ 
cial  items  sold  in  substantial  quantities  to 
the  general  public,  or  (b)  prices  set  by  law 
or  regulation,  or  (2)  contracts  which  are 
otherwise  exempt  (see  4  CFR  331.30(b)  and 
FPR  §  l-3.1203(a)(2)),  shall  be  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Cost  Accounting  Stan¬ 
dards  Board.  Any  offeror  submitting  a  pro¬ 
posal.  which,  if  accepted,  will  result  in  a 
contract  subject  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Cost  Accounting  Standards  Board  must,  as  a 
condition  of  contracting,  submit  a  Disclo¬ 
sure  Statement  as  required  by  regulations 
of  the  Board.  The  Disclosure  Statement 
must  be  submitted  as  a  part  of  the  offeror’s 
proposal  under  this  solicitation  (see  (I) 
below)  unless  (i)  the  offeror,  together  with 
all  divisions,  subsidiaries,  and  affiliates 
under  common  control,  did  not  receive  net 
awards  exceeding  the  monetary  exemption 
for  disclosure  as  established  by  the  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standards  Board  (see  (II)  below); 
(ii)  the  offeror  exceeded  the  monetary  ex¬ 
emption  in  the  Federal  Fiscal  Year  immedi¬ 
ately  preceding  the  year  in  which  this  pro¬ 
posal  was  submitted  but  in  accordance  with 
the  regulations  of  the  Cost  Accounting 
Standards  Board,  is  not  required  to  submit  a 
Disclosure  Statement  (see  (HI)  below);  (iii) 
the  offeror  has  already  submitted  a  Disclo¬ 
sure  Statement  disclosing  the  practices  used 
in  connection  with  the  pricing  of  this  pro¬ 
posal  (see  (IV)  below)  or  (iv)  post  award  sub¬ 
mission  has  been  authorized  by  the  Con¬ 
tracting  Officer.  See  4  CFR  351.70  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  a  copy  of  the  Disclosure  State¬ 
ment  to  the  Cost  Accounting  Standards 
Board. 
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Caution.— A  practice  disclosed  in  a  Disclo¬ 
sure  Statement  shall  not,  by  virtue  of  such 
disclosure,  be  deemed  to  be  a  proper,  ap¬ 
proved,  or  agreed  to  practice  for  pricing  pro¬ 
posals  or  accumulating  and  reporting  con¬ 
tract  performance  cost  data. 

Check  the  appropriate  box  below: 

(  )  I.  CERTIFICATE  OF  CONCURRENT 

SUBMISSION  OF  DISCLOSURE  STATEMENT(S) 

The  offeror  hereby  certifies  that  he  has 
submitted,  as  a  part  of  his  proposal  under 
this  solicitation,  copies  of  the  Disclosure 
Statement(s)  as  follows:  (i)  original  and  one 
copy  to  the  cognizant  Contracting  Officer; 
and  (ii)  One  copy  to  the  cognizant  contract 
auditor. 

Date  of  Disclosure  Statement(s): 

Name(s)  and  Address(s)  of  Cognizant  Con¬ 
tracting  Officer(s)  where  filed: 


The  offeror  further  certifies  that  prac¬ 
tices  used  in  estimating  costs  in  pricing  this 
proposal  are  consistent  with  the  cost  ac¬ 
counting  practices  disclosed  in  the  Disclo¬ 
sure  Statement(s). 

(  )  II.  CERTIFICATE  OF  MONETARY  EXEMPTIONS 

The  offeror  hereby  certifies  that  he,  to¬ 
gether  with  all  divisions,  subsidiaries,  and 
affiliates  under  common  control,  did  not  re¬ 
ceive  net  awards  of  negotiated  national  de¬ 
fense  prime  contracts  subject  to  cost  ac¬ 
counting  standards  totaling  more  than 
$10,000,000  in  either  Federal  Fiscal  Year 
1974  or  1975  or  net  awards  of  negotiated  na¬ 
tional  defense  prime  contracts  and  subcon¬ 
tracts  subject  to  cost  accounting  standards 
totaling  more  than  $10,000,000  in  Federal 
Fiscal  Year  1976  or  in  any  subsequent  Fed¬ 
eral  Fiscal  Year  preceding  the  year  in  which 
this  proposal  was  submitted. 

Caution.— Offerors  who  submitted  or  who 
currently  are  obligated  to  submit  a  Disclo¬ 
sure  Statement  under  the  filing  require¬ 
ments  previously  established  by  the  Cost 
Accounting  Standards  Board  are  not  eligible 
to  claim  this  exemption  unless  they  have  re¬ 
ceived  notification  of  final  acceptance  of  all 
deliverable  items  on  all  of  their  prime  con¬ 
tracts  and  subcontracts  containing  the  Cost 
Accounting  Standards  clause  (§  1-3.1204-1). 

(  )  III.  CERTIFICATE  OF  INTERIM  EXEMPTION 

The  offeror  hereby  certifies  that  (i)  he 
first  exceeded  the  monetary  exemption  for 
disclosure,  as  defined  in  (II)  above,  in  the 
Federal  Fiscal  Year  immediately  preceding 
the  year  in  which  this  proposal  was  submit¬ 
ted.  and  (ii)  in  accordance  with  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Cost  Accounting  Standards 
Board  (4  CFR  351.40(f)),  he  is  not  yet  re¬ 
quired  to  submit  a  Disclosure  Statement. 
The  offeror  further  certifies  that  if  an 
award  resulting  from  this  proposal  has  not 
been  made  by  March  31  of  the  current  Fed¬ 
eral  Fiscal  Year,  he  will  immediately  submit 
a  revised  certificate  to  the  Contracting  Offi¬ 
cer,  in  the  form  specified  under  (I),  above, 
or  (IV),  below,  as  appropriate,  to  verify  his 
submission  of  a  completed  Disclosure  State¬ 
ment. 

Caution.— Offerors  may  not  claim  this  ex¬ 
emption  if  they  are  currently  required  to 
disclose  because  they  exceeded  monetary 
thresholds  in  Federal  Fiscal  Year  prior  to 
fiscal  year  1976.  Further,  the  exemption  ap¬ 


plies  only  in  connection  with  proposals  sub¬ 
mitted  prior  to  March  31  of  the  year  imme¬ 
diately  following  the  Federal  Fiscal  Year  in 
w'hich  the  monetary  exemption  was  exceed¬ 
ed. 


(  )  IV.  CERTIFICATE  OF  PREVIOUSLY  SUBMITTED 

DISCLOSURE  STATEMENT!  S) 

The  offeror  hereby  certifies  that  the  Dis¬ 
closure  Statement(s)  were  filed  as  follows: 

Date  of  Disclosure  State- 
ment(s): - . 

Name(s)  and  Address!  es)  of  Cognizant 
Ofncer(s)  where  filed: 


The  offeror  further  certifies  that  prac¬ 
tices  used  in  estimating  costs  in  pricing  this 
proposal  are  consistent  with  the  cost  ac¬ 
counting  practices  disclosed  in  the  Disclo¬ 
sure  Statement!  s). 

14.  COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS— EXEMPTION 
FOR  CONTRACTS  OF  $500,000  OR  LESS— CERTI¬ 
FICATION 

If  this  proposal  is  expected  to  result  in  the 
award  of  a  contract  of  $500,000  or  less  and 
the  offeror  is  otherwise  eligible  for  an  ex¬ 
emption,  he  shall  indicate  by  checking  the 
box  below  that  the  exemption  to  the  Cost 
Accounting  Standards  clause  (FPR  §  1- 
3.1204)  under  the  provisions  of  4  CFR 
331.30(b)(8)  (see  FPR  §  l-3.1203(h))  is 
claimed.  Where  the  offeror  fails  to  check 
the  box,  he  shall  be  given  the  opportunity 
to  make  an  election  in  writing  to  the  Con¬ 
tracting  Officer  prior  to  award.  Failure  to 
check  the  box  below  or  make  such  an  elec¬ 
tion  shall  mean  that  the  offeror  cannot 
claim  the  exemption  to  the  Cost  Accounting 
Standards  clause  or  that  the  offeror  elects 
to  comply  with  such  clause. 

(  )  Certificate  of  Exemption  for  Con¬ 
tracts  of  $500,000  or  Less 
The  offeror  hereby  claims  an  exemption 
from  the  Cost  Accounting  Standards  clause 
under  the  provisions  of  4  CFR  331.30(b)(8) 
and  certifies  that  he  has  received  notifica¬ 
tion  of  final  acceptance  of  all  items  or  work 
on  (i)  any  prime  contract  or  subcontract  in 
excess  of  $500,000  which  contains  the  Cost 
Accounting  Standards  clause,  and  (ii)  any 
prime  contract  or  subcontract  of  $500,000  or 
less  awarded  after  January  1,  1975,  which 
contain  the  Cost  Accounting  Standards 
clause.  The  offeror  further  certifies  he  will 
immediately  notify  the  Contracting  Officer 
in  writing  in  the  event  he  is  awarded  any 
other  contract  or  subcontract  containing 
the  Cost  Accounting  Standards  clause  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  date  of  this  certificate  but 
prior  to  the  date  of  any  award  resulting 
from  this  proposal. 

15.  ADDITIONAL  COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS 
APPLICABLE  TO  EXISTING  CONTRACTS— CERTI¬ 
FICATION 

a.  Cost  account  standards  will  be  applica¬ 
ble  and  effective  as  promulgated  by  the 
Cost  Account  Standards  Board  to  any  award 
as  provided  m  the  Federal  Procurement 
Regulation  Subpart  1-3.12.  If  the  offeror 
presently  has  contracts  or  subcontracts  con¬ 
taining  the  Cost  Accounting  Standards 
clause,  a  new  standard  becomes  applicable 
to  such  existing  contracts  prospectively 
when  a  new  contract  or  subcontract  contain¬ 
ing  such  clause  is  awarded  on  or  after  the 
effective  date  of  such  new  standard.  Such 
new  standard  may  require  a  change  in  the 
offeror’s  established  cost  accounting  prac¬ 


tices.  whether  or  not  disclosed.  The  offeror 
shall  specify  by  an  appropriate  entry  below, 
the  effect  on  his  cost  accounting  practice. 

b.  The  offeror  hereby  certifies  that  an 
award  under  this  solicitation  (  )  would.  (  ) 
would  not,  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
(a)(3)  of  the  Cost  Accounting  Standards 
clause,  require  a  change  in  his  established 
cost  accounting  practices  affecting  existing 
contracts  and  subcontracts. 

Note.— If  the  offeror  has  checked  "would" 
above,  and  is  awarded  the  contemplated 
contract,  he  will  also  be  required  to  comply 
with  the  clause  entitled  Administration  of 
Cost  Accounting  Standards. 

1 6.  CLEAN  AIR  AND  WATER  CERTIFICATION 

(Applicable  if  the  bid  or  offer  exceeds 
$100,000,  or  the  Contracting  Officer  has 
determined  that  orders  under  an  indefi¬ 
nite  quantity  contract  in  any  year  will 
exceed  $100,000,  or  a  facility  to  be  used 
has  been  the  subject  of  a  conviction  under 
the  Clean  Air  Act  (42  U.S.C.  1857C- 
8(C)(1))  or  the  Federal  Water  Pollution 
Control  Act  (33  U.S.C.  1319(c))  and  is 
ILsted  by  EPA.  or  is  not  otherwise 
exempt). 

The  bidder  or  offeror  certifies  as  follows: 

a.  Any  facility  to  be  utilized  in  the  perfor¬ 
mance  of  this  proposed  contract  has  (  ). 
has  not  (  ),  been  listed  on  the  Environmen¬ 
tal  Protection  Agency  List  of  Violating  Fa¬ 
cilities. 

b.  He  will  promptly  notify  the  Contracting 
Officer,  prior  to  award,  of  the  receipt  of  any 
communication  from  the  Director,  Office  of 
Federal  Activities,  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  indicating  that  any  facility 
which  he  proposes  to  use  for  the  perfor¬ 
mance  of  the  contract  is  under  consider¬ 
ation  to  be  listed  on  the  EPA  List  of  Violat¬ 
ing  Facilities. 

c.  He  will  include  substantially  this  certifi¬ 
cation,  including  this  paragraph  (c),  in  every 
nonexempt  subcontract. 

17.  CERTIFICATE  OF  CURRENT  COST  OR  PRICING 
DATA 

When  a  certificate  of  cost  or  pricing  data 
is  required  to  be  submitted  in  accordance 
with  Federal  Procurement  Regulations 
(FPR)  1-3.807-3.  the  Contracting  Officer 
will  request  that  the  offeror  complete,  ex¬ 
ecute,  and  submit  to  the  Contracting  Offi¬ 
cer  a  certification  in  the  format  shown  in 
the  following  Certificate  of  Current  Cost  or 
Pricing  Data.  The  certification  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  only  at  the  time  negotiations  are 
concluded.  Offerors  should  complete  the 
certificate  set  forth  below  and  return  it 
when  requested  by  the  Contracting  Officer. 

CERTIFICATE  OF  CURRENT  COST  OR  PRICING  DATA 

This  is  to  certify  that  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  and  belief,  cost  or  pricing  data 
ID*  submitted  in  writing  or  specifically  iden¬ 
tified  in  writing  if  actual  submission  of  the 
data  is  impracticable  (see  §  l-3.807-3(h)(2)). 
to  the  contracting  officer  or  his  representa¬ 
tive  in  support  of - (2)*  are  accu¬ 
rate,  complete,  and  current  as  of - 

(date)  (3).» 

Firm - 

Name - 

Title - - - 

(Date  of  execution) - (4).* 


•(1)  For  definition  of  “cost  or  pricing 
data,”  see  FPR  §  1-3.807-3. 

H.2)  Describe  the  proposal,  quotation,  re¬ 
quest  for  price  adjustment,  or  other  submis- 

(Continued) 
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§3'l(t.5I13  Noncompetitive  procurements. 

§  3- 1 6.51 1 3- 1  Contents  of  RFP. 

For  noncompetitive  procurements, 
the  RFP  shall  include  the  transmittal 
letter,  the  offeror’s  representations 
and  certifications,  and  the  instructions 
relative  to  cost  and  pricing  data.  The 
following  subsections  are  the  mini¬ 
mum  instructions  that  should  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  RFP. 

§3-16.5113-2  Instructions  to  offeror. 

The  RFP  should  contain  the  follow¬ 
ing  paragraph: 

INSTRUCTIONS  TO  OFFEROR 

The  following  instructions  establish  the 
acceptable  minimum  requirements  for  the 
format  and  content  of  proposals.  Special  at¬ 
tention  is  directed  to  the  requirements  for 
technical  and  business  proposals  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  accordance  with  instructions 
herein. 

§  3- 1 6.5 1 1 3-3  General  instructions. 

The  RFP  should  contain  the  follow¬ 
ing  instructions: 

GENERAL  INSTRUCTIONS 

<a)  The  proposal  shall  be  based  on  a 

-  type  of  contract.  In  addition  to 

the  special  provisions  of  this  solicitation, 
any  ensuing  contract  will  include  the  gener¬ 
al  provisions  for - . 

Any  additional  clauses  required  by  public 
law.  Executive  Order,  or  procurement  regu¬ 
lations.  in  effect  at  the  time  of  execution  of 
the  proposed  contract,  will  be  included. 

(b)  The  proposal  shall  be  signed  by  an  of¬ 
ficial  authorized  to  bind  your  organization. 
- copies  of  your  proposal  shall  be  submit¬ 
ted  to: 

(Insert  complete  address  as  to  where  the 

proposal  is  to  be  sent  and  mailing  instruc¬ 
tions) 

(c)  You  may.  at  your  discretion,  submit  al¬ 
ternate  proposals,  or  proposals  which  devi¬ 
ate  from  the  requirements;  Provided,  That 
you  also  submit  a  proposal  for  performance 
of  the  work  as  specified  in  the  statement  of 
work.  Such  proposals  may  be  considered  if 
overall  performance  would  be  improved  or 
not  compromised,  and  if  they  are  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  Government.  Alternate  pro¬ 
posals,  or  deviations  from  any  requirements 
of  this  solicitation,  shall  be  clearly  identi¬ 
fied. 

(d)  The  proposal  submitted  in  response  to 
the  request  for  proposal  may  contain  tech¬ 
nical  data  which  you  or  your 
subcontractor(s)  do  not  w^ant  used  or  dis- 

(Continued) 

Sion  involved,  giving  appropriate  identifying 
number  (e.g.,  RFP  No. - ). 

*(3)  This  date  shall  be  the  date  when  the 
price  negotiations  were  concluded  and  the 
contract  price  was  agreed  to.  The  responsi¬ 
bility  of  the  contractor  is  not  limited  by  the 
personal  knowledge  of  the  contractor’s  ne¬ 
gotiator  if  the  contractor  has  information 
reasonably  available  (see  §  l-3.807-5(a))  at 
the  time  of  agreement  showing  that  the  ne¬ 
gotiated  price  is  not  based  on  accurate,  com¬ 
plete,  and  current  data. 

•(4)  This  date  should  be  as  close  as  practi¬ 
cable  to  the  date  when  the  price  negotia¬ 
tions  were  concluded  and  the  (X>ntract  price 
was  agreed  upon. 
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closed  for  any  purpose  other  than  evalua¬ 
tion  of  your  proposal.  The  use  and  disclo¬ 
sure  of  any  such  data  may  be  so  restricted: 
Provided,  That  you  mark  the  cover  sheet  of 
the  proposal  with  the  following  legend, 
specifying  the  pages  of  the  proposal  which 
are  to  be  restricted  in  accordance  with  the 
conditions  of  the  legend. 

"Technical  data  contained  in  pages - of 

this  proposal  shall  not  be  used  or  disclosed, 
except  for  evaluation  purposes;  Provided, 
That,  if  a  contract  is  awarded  to  this  offeror 
as  a  result  of  or  in  connection  with  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  this  proposal,  the  Government 
shall  have  the  right  to  use  or  disclose  this 
technical  data  to  the  extent  provided  in  the 
contract.  This  restriction  does  not  limit  the 
Government's  rights  to  use  or  disclose  tech¬ 
nical  data  obtained  from  another  source 
without  restriction.’’ 

The  Govemment  assumes  no  liability  for 
disclosure  or  use  of  unmarked  technical 
data  and  may  use  or  disclose  the  data  for 
any  purpose  and  may  consider  that  the  pro¬ 
posal  was  not  submitted  in  confidence  and 
therefore  releasable  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552). 

(e)  The  Government  reserves  the  right  to 
reject  any  or  all  proposals  received.  It  is  un¬ 
derstood  that  your  proposal  will  become  a 
part  of  the  official  file  on  this  matter  with¬ 
out  obligation  to  the  Government. 

§  3-16.5001  [Reserved! 

3.  Section  3-16.5001  Standardized 
request  for  proposal  (RFP)  format  and 
checklist  for  solicitation  documents  is 
deleted  and  the  following  above  is  sub¬ 
stituted  therefor: 

[FR  Doc.  78  4.308  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 
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Title  46 — Shipping 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD  77-060] 

PART  5— SUSPENSION  AND  REVOCATION 
PROCEEDINGS 

Temporary  Documenti  Pending  Appeal  to  the 
National  Transportotian  Safety  Board 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  These  regulations  autho¬ 
rize  the  issuance  of  a  temporary  docu¬ 
ment  and/or  license,  hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  documents,  to  a  merchant 
seaman  pending  further  action  on  an 
appeal  to  the  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board  (NTSB)  from  a  Com¬ 
mandant’s  decision  affirming  that  the 
document  should  be  suspended  with¬ 
out  probation.  Currently  a  merchant 
seaman  is  not  entitled  to  hold  a  docu¬ 
ment  pending  action  on  an  appeal  to 
the  Board.  The  Coast  Guard  believes 
that,  (insistent  with  the  requirements 
for  safety  of  life  and  property  at  sea,  a 
merchant  seaman  should  be  able  to 
apply  for  a  temporary  document  pend¬ 
ing  action  on  an  appeal.  The  Coast 
Guard  is  also  amending  the  existing 


section  dealing  with  temporary  docu¬ 
ments  pending  an  appeal  to  the  Com¬ 
mandant  to  make  it  consistent  with 
the  requirements  of  this  section. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  16, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACTT: 

Captain  George  K.  Greiner,  Marine 
Safety  Council  (G-CMC/81),  Room 
8117,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Nassif  Building.  400  Seventh  Street 
SW..  Washington.  D.C.  20590,  202- 
426-1477. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Since  this  amendment  is  a  matter  re¬ 
lating  to  agency  procedure  it  is 
exempt  from  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  requirements  in  5  U.S.C. 
533(b)(3)(A)  and  since  this  amendment 
relieves  a  restriction  it  may  be  made 
effective  in  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
under  5  U.S.C.  533(d)(1). 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  rule  are:  Lieutenant 
Commander  Robert  J.  O’Pezio,  Project 
Manager,  Office  of  Merchant  Marine 
Safety,  and  Lieutenant  William  R. 
Kerivan,  Project  Attorney,  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  Regulations 

A  merchant  seaman  whose  docu¬ 
ment  is  suspended  without  probation 
by  an  order  of  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge  that  is  sustained  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant  can  appeal  this  decision  to 
the  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board  (NTSB)  under  49  CFR  Part  825. 

Presently  the  Coast  Guard  issues  a 
temporary  document  to  a  merchant 
seaman  under  46  CFR  5.30-15  pending 
action  on  an  appeal  to  the  Comman¬ 
dant  under  46  CFR  Part  5.  This  tem¬ 
porary  document  expires  in  6  months, 
or  upon  ser\'ice  of  the  decision  of  the 
Commandant  on  Appeal.  The  docu¬ 
ment  may  be  renewed  pending  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  Decision  of  the  Comman¬ 
dant. 

The  enactment  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93- 
633,  88  Stat.  2169  (49  U.S.C. 

1903(a)(9)(B))  gives  a  merchant 
seaman  the  right  to  appeal  a  suspen¬ 
sion  order  affirmed  by  the  Comman¬ 
dant  to  the  NTSB.  The  Coast  Guard 
believes  equity  requires  that  a  mer¬ 
chant  seaman  be  permitted  to  apply 
for  a  stay  of  the  effect  of  the  Decision 
of  the  Commandant  on  Appeal  pend¬ 
ing  action  on  an  appeal  to  the  NTSB 
and,  if  granted,  be  issued  a  temporary 
document  pending  completion  of  the 
appeal  process.  These  regulations  ac¬ 
complish  this  purpose.  In  order  to  be 
consistent  with  this  new  authorization 
the  Coast  Guard  is  also  revising  its 
pr(x:edures  for  granting  a  temporary 
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document  on  appeal  to  the  Comman¬ 
dant  so  they  will  reflect  the  same  stan¬ 
dards  of  review. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  5  of  Title  46  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  By  revising  paragraph  (a)  and  (b) 
of  §  5.30-15  as  follows: 

§5.30-15  Temporary  documents. 

(a)  A  person  who  has  appealed  from 
a  decision  suspending  or  revoking  a 
document  and/or  license  may  file  a 
written  request  for  a  temporary  docu¬ 
ment  and/or  license  with  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  who  rendered  the 
decision,  or  with  any  Officer  in 
Charge,  Marine  Inspection,  for  for¬ 
warding  to  such  Administrative  Law 
Judge.  Action  on  the  request  will  be 
taken  by  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge  unless  the  hearing  transcript 
has  been  forwarded  to  the  Comman¬ 
dant.  Granting  of  the  request  will 
depend  upon: 

(1)  The  opinion  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  as  to  whether  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  appellant  on  board  a  vessel 
at  that  time  or  for  the  indefinite 
future  would  be  compatible  with  the 
requirements  for  safety  of  life  and 
property  at  sea;  and 

(2)  The  prior  record  of  the  appel¬ 
lant. 

(b)  If  the  transcript  has  been  for¬ 
warded  to  the  Commandant,  or  if  the 
request  is  denied  by  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge,  the  request  shall  be 
forwarded  by  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  the  Commandant  for  final 
action.  Granting  of  the  request  will 
depend  upon: 

(1)  The  opinion  of  the  Commandant 
as  to  whether  the  service  of  the  appel¬ 
lant  on  board  a  vessel  at  that  time  or 
for  the  indefinite  future  would  be 
compatible  with  the  requirements  for 
safety  of  life  and  property  at  sea:  and 

(2)  The  prior  record  of  the  appel¬ 
lant. 

2.  By  adding  a  new  §  5.30-35  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  5.30-35  Stay  of  effect  of  Decision  of  the 
Commandant  on  Appeal:  Temporary 
document  and/or  license  pending 
appeal  to  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board. 

(a)  A  Decision  of  the  Commandant 
on  Appeal  affirming  an  order  of  sus¬ 
pension  that  is  not  placed  entirely  on 
probation,  which  is  appealed  to  the 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board, 
may  be  stayed  if: 

(DA  notice  of  appeal  is  filed  under 
49  cm  Part  825  within  10  days  of  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  Decision  of  the  Comman¬ 
dant  on  Appeal; 

(2)  An  application  for  a  stay  of  the 
effect  of  the  Decison  of  the  Comman¬ 
dant  on  Appeal  is  filed  with  the  notice 
served  on  the  Commandant  under 
paragraph  (b)  of  §  5.30-30; 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

(3)  The  appellant  had  been  autho¬ 
rized  a  temporary  document  and/or  li¬ 
cense  during  the  pendency  of  the 
appeal  to  the  Commandant. 

(b)  Granting  of  a  stay  of  the  effect 
of  the  Decision  of  the  Commandant 
on  Appeal  depends  upon: 

(1)  Whether  in  the  Commandant’s 
opinion  the  service  of  the  appellant  on 
board  a  vessel  at  that  time  or  for  the 
indefinite  future  would  be  compatible 
with  the  requirements  of  safety  of  life 
and  property  at  sea;  and 

(2)  The  prior  record  of  the  appel¬ 
lant. 

(c)  A  stay  of  the  effect  of  the  Deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Commandant  on  Appeal  is 
granted  by  the  Commandant,  and  is 
transmitted  by  letter  to  the  appellant. 

(d)  The  stay  of  the  effect  of  a  Deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Commandant  on  Appeal  is 
granted  for  the  period  of  review  by 
the  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board. 

(e)  An  Officer  in  Charge,  Marine  In¬ 
spection,  on  presentation  of  an  origi¬ 
nal  stay  order  shall  issue  a  temporary 
document  and/or  license  as  specified 
in  the  stay  order  for  a  period  of  6 
months  or  the  period  of  review,  which¬ 
ever  is  less. 

(f)  If  the  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board  review  has  not  been  com¬ 
pleted  when  the  temporary  document 
and/or  license  expires,  it  may  be  re¬ 
newed  by  the  Officer  in  Charge, 
Marine  Inspection,  after  authorization 
by  the  commandant. 

(R.S.  4450.  as  amended  (46  U.S.C.  239);  49 
CFR  1.46  (b)  and  (n)(3).) 

Dated;  February  9,  1978. 

O.  W.  Siler, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4335  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6712-01] 

TitI*  47 — Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  21142:  FCC  78-70] 

POLICE,  FIRE  AND  OTHER  PRIVATE  LAND 
MOBILE  RADIO  SERVICES 

Providing  for  the  Use  of  F3Y  Emission  (Digital 
Voice  Modulation)  in  Secure  Communications 
Systems  and  Eliminating  the  Low-Pass  Filter¬ 
ing  Requirements  in  Digital  Voice,  Automatic 
Vehicle  Monitoring  (AVM)  and  Other  High 
Bit  Rate  Digital  Applications 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Adoption  of  certain  final 
and  certain  interim  rules. 

SUMMARY:  The  final  rules  provide 
for  the  use  of  digital  voice  modulation 
in  the  Police  and  Fire  Radio  Services 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  greater 
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communications  security,  and  non¬ 
voice  digital  modulation  in  the  other 
private  land  mobile  radio  services  in 
order  to  update  the  rules  to  be  more  in 
keeping  with  state-of-the-art  commu¬ 
nications  technology.  In  conjunction 
with  this  effort,  which  was  undertak¬ 
en  by  the  FCC  on  its  own  initiative,  in¬ 
terim  rules  specify  a  new  digital  emis¬ 
sion  limitation  standard  are  adopted. 
This  proceeding  is  being  continued  in 
a  Further  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making  which  is  published  elsewhere 
In  this  issue. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  23.  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

James  E.  McNally,  Jr.,  or  Neal  Pike. 

Industrial  and  Public  Safety  Rules 

Division.  Safety  and  Special  Radio 

Services  Bureau,  202-632-6497. 

First  Report  and  Order 
Adopted:  February  2.  1978. 

Released:  February  9.  1978 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of 
Parts  89,  91,  93,  and  95  (General 
Mobile  Radio  Service)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  to  provide 
for  the  use  of  P3Y  emission  (digital 
voice  modulation)  in  secure  communi¬ 
cations  sytems  and  to  eliminate  the 
low-pass  filtering  requirements  in  digi¬ 
tal  voice,  automatic  vehicle  monitoring 
(AVM)  and  other  high  bit  rate  digital 
applications.  Docket  No.  21142. 

1.  On  March  23,  1977,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  released  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Ru¬ 
lemaking  in  the  above-entitled  matter 
which  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (42  FR  15930)  on  March  24. 
1977.  A  list  of  participants  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  is  given  in 
Appendix  A  below. 

2.  As  the  caption  indicates,  we  pro¬ 
posed  rules  providing  for  the  authori¬ 
zation  of  F3Y  emission  ih  the  Police 
Radio  Service  in  order  to  allow  licens¬ 
ees  in  that  service  to  take  advantage 
of  the  additional  communications  se¬ 
curity  provided  by  digital  voice  pro¬ 
cessing  and  scrambling  techniques.  In 
addition,  we  requested  that  licensees 
in  other  services  identify  their  needs 
in  the  area  of  scrambled  or  secure 
communications.  We  also  raised  the 
question  of  the  compatibility  of  digital 
voice  operation  with  conventional 
analog  systems,  both  operationally 
and  technically. 

3.  The  comments  from  our  licensees 
in  the  Police  Radio  Service  were  en¬ 
thusiastic  about  our  proposals  and  re¬ 
flected  a  consensus  of  opinion  that 
digital  voice  modulation  could  contrib¬ 
ute  (substantially  to  the  safety  of  life 
and  property  by  effectively  negating 
the  loss  of  communications  privacy  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  widespread  availabil- 
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ity  of  frequency-programmable  moni¬ 
toring  receivers).  The  International 
Municipal  Signal  Association  (IMSA) 
urged  that  the  Commission  authorize 
the  use  of  P3Y  emission  In  the  Fire 
Radio  Service,  since  the  communica¬ 
tions  interception  problem  and  the 
privacy  requirements  of  licensees  in 
that  Service  are  very  similar  to  those 
in  the  Police  Radio  Service.  Having 
given  this  matter  further  consider¬ 
ation,  we  are  inclined  to  agree,  and 
have  made  such  provision  in  the  rules 
adopted  herein.* 

4.  Representatives  of  the  General 
Mobile  and  the  various  Industrial 
Radio  Services  indicated  that  analog 
scrambling  techniques  were  sufficient 
for  their  privacy  requirements  and  ex¬ 
pressed  concern  that  the  use  of  digital 
voice  modulation  on  heavily  shared 
frequencies  could  result  in  some  con¬ 
fusion  as  to  the  availability  of  a  fre¬ 
quency  for  use  at  any  given  time  and 
could  increase  the  probability  of  inad¬ 
vertent  cochannel  interference. 

5.  We  see  no  reason  to  act  in  a  way 
contrary  to  these  sentiments.  More¬ 
over,  we  believe  that  considering  the 
untried  nature  of  digital  voice  modula¬ 
tion,  it  would  be  prudent  to  restrict  its 
authorization  to  those  services  where 
reuse  of  a  frequency  in  a  particular 
geographic  area  is  at  a  minimum,  or 
where  such  use  is  carefully  coordinat¬ 
ed  among  licensees  engaged  in  essen¬ 
tially  similar  activities.  Such  condi¬ 
tions  generally  exist  in  the  Police  and 
Fire  Radio  Services.  Accordingly,  in 
view  of  the  comments  of  our  licensees 
in  the  General  Mobile  and  the  various 
Industrial  Radio  Services,  and  in  view 
of  the  absence  of  any  comments  from 
licensees  or  user-groups  in  the  Land 
Transportation  Radio  Services,  the  au¬ 
thorization  of  F3Y  emission  in  those 
services  will  be  deferred  until  such 
time  as  a  need  for  it  is  identified.  The 
same  reasons  exist  for  deferring  the 
authorization  of  digital  voice  modula¬ 
tion  in  the  Public  Safety  Radio  Ser¬ 
vices  other  than  Police  or  Fire. 

6.  As  previously  mentioned,  there 
was  some  concern  expressed  by  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Industrial  Radio  Ser¬ 
vices  over  the  operational  compatibil¬ 
ity*  of  digital  voice  and  conventional 


■The  Pire  Radio  Service  was  not  included 
in  the  Notice  because  of  problems  we  are 
having  enforcing  the  regulations  pertaining 
to  permissible  communications  in  certain 
parts  of  the  country.  These  “problem 
areas”,  however,  are  few  in  number  and  we 
believe  that  the  general  circumstances  are 
such  as  would  warrant  authorizing  F3Y 
emission  in  the  Pire  Radio  Service.  See  also 
42  PR  27974,  June  1,  1977. 

•The  term,  “operational  compatibility” 
refers  primarily  to  the  ability  of  licensees 
using  analog  systems  to  recognize  the  pres¬ 
ence  of  digial  signals.  Other  operational 
considerations  such  as  the  duty  cycle  and 
channel  occupancy  requirements  were  not 
addressed  in  the  comments,  from  which  we 


analog  systems;  but  the  comments  of 
the  police  and  fire  department  inter¬ 
ests  were  largely  silent  on  this  ques¬ 
tion.  The  two  significant  (and  oppos¬ 
ing)  views  on  this  matter  were  ad¬ 
vanced  by  the  General  Electric  Co. 
(GE)  and  Motorola,  Inc.  (Motorola). 

7.  GE  argued  that  cochannel  inter¬ 
ference  could  be  a  serious  problem 
unless  specific  action  is  taken  to  pre¬ 
vent  tranmissions  that  cannot  be  dis¬ 
tinguished  from  noise.*  It  might  be 
possible,  said  GE,  to  use  low  level,  low 
frequency  audio  tones  or  pulses  super¬ 
imposed  on  the  binary  transmission  to 
better  enable  cochannel  signal  recog¬ 
nition.  Motorola  countered  this  argu¬ 
ment  by  pointing  out  that  if  a  licensee 
monitors  the  channel  before  transit- 
ting  (which  requires  at  least  momen¬ 
tarily  disabling  any  type  of  coded 
squelch  which  may  be  provided)  the 
digital  voice  signal  would  “open  up” 
the  regular  carrier  squelch  system  and 
thus  warn  the  operator  that  some  kind 
of  signal  was  on  the  channel.  Further, 
Motorola  pointed  out  that  in  demon¬ 
strating  its  digital  voice  system  to  po¬ 
tential  public  safety  users,  none  indi¬ 
cated  that  they  felt  cochannel  digital 
signal  recognition  would  be  a  signifi¬ 
cant  problem.  This  argument  would 
appear  to  be  substantiated  by  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  adverse  comment  by  potential 
users  in  the  Police  and  Fire  Radio  Ser¬ 
vices.  Accordingly,  in  view  of  the 
rather  limited  implementation  of  digi¬ 
tal  voice  and  other  high  bit  rate  digital 
systems  (such  as  AVM  systems)  we 
have  under  consideration,  and  in  view 
of  the  technical  difficulties  which 
would  be  raised  if  we  were  to  require 
the  superimposition  of  an  identifica¬ 
tion  tone,  no  such  requirement  will  be 
imposed  at  this  time. 

8.  The  technical  compatibility  of 
digital  systems  with  analog  was  the 
subject  of  greatest  controversy  in  this 
proceeding.  In  the  Notice,  we  proposed 
the  elimination  of  the  audio  low-pass 
filtering  requirements  in  digital  voice, 
AVM  and  other  high  bit  rate  digital 
systems,  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  a 
formula  for  computing  the  sideband 
emission  envelope.  In  connection  with 
this,  we  sought  comment  on  whether 
or  not  the  emission  limitations  pres¬ 
ently  set  forth  in  the  rules*  were  suffi¬ 
cient  to  prevent  any  increase  in  the 
degree  of  adjacent  channel  interfer¬ 
ence. 

9.  The  comments  reflected  a  general 
consensus  of  opinion  that  the  present 
degree  of  adjacent  channel  protection 
was  provided  by  the  requirements  for 
audio  low-pass  filtering  rather  than  by 
the  present  emission  limitations. 
There  was,  accordingly,  much  concern 
that  high  bit  rate  digital  systems 


conclude  that  they  are  not  considered  sig¬ 
nificant. 

•All  of  the  present  digital  voice  systems 
sound  like  unsquelched  receiver  noise  to 
persons  using  conventional  equipment. 

•The  present  emission  limitations  are 
specified  in  §§  89.107(c),  91.104(c),  93.104(c) 
and  95.617(c). 


(which  cannot  successfully  operate  if 
low-pass  filtered)  could  result  in  a  sig¬ 
nificant  degree  of  degradation  of  adja¬ 
cent  channel  analog  systems.  The 
Commission  too,  is  concerned  with 
this  potential  problem,  and  it  is  our 
position  that  digital  systems,  voice  or 
otherwise,  should  not  be  allowed  to  de¬ 
grade  the  performance  of  adjacent 
channel  analog  systems  in  any  sub¬ 
stantial  way.  This  fundamental  re¬ 
quirement  is,  we  feel,  essential  to  the 
formulation  of  rules  pertaining  to  the 
use  of  high  bit  rate  digital  systems. 
Thus,  we  must  reject  the  suggestion  of 
Harris  Corp.,  that  spectrum  conserva¬ 
tion  should  be  sacrificed,  if  necessary, 
to  insure  that  digital  voice  signals  are 
capable  of  conveying  sufficient  voice 
intelligibility,  st>eaker  recognition  and 
emotional  content  in  life  and  death 
situations.  It  will  be  the  responsibility 
of  our  licensees  to  decide  what  degree 
of  intelligibility  they  will  require  of 
their  digital  voice  systems;  but  we 
must  make  it  very  clear  that  such  sys¬ 
tems  must  be  truly  “narrow  band”  and 
not  result  in  any  significant  degrada¬ 
tion  of  adjacent  channel  systems.  The 
same  requirement  applies  to  nonvoic^ 
digital  systems. 

10.  While  no  one  filing  comments 
was  able  to  suggest  a  means  for  com¬ 
puting  a  maximum  permissible  digital 
sideband  emission  envelope,  GE  and 
Motorola  did  submit  alternative  pro¬ 
posals  based  largely  on  the  EHectronic 
Industries  Association’s  (EIA)  method 
of  transmitter  sideband  spectrum  mea¬ 
surement.  Both  agreed  that  the  EIA 
measurement  procedure  was  a  more 
accurate  measure  of  the  absolute  pro¬ 
tection  afforded  adjacent  channel  sys¬ 
tems.  However,  while  there  was  agree¬ 
ment  on  the  method  of  measuring  ad¬ 
jacent  channel  protection,  there  was 
disagreement  on  how  much  protection 
was  necessary. 

11.  GE,  in  its  comments,  expressed 
the  view  that  the  adjacent  channel 
protection  ratio  (i.e.,  the  ratio  of  the 
desired  cochannel  to  the  undesired  ad¬ 
jacent  channel  signal)  should  be  36, 
72,  80  and  80  dB  for  channel  spacings 
of  15,  20,  25  and  30  kHz,  respectively. 
Motorola,  while  agreeing  that  much 
state-of-the-art  analog  equipment  is 
providing  such  a  degree  of  protection, 
pointed  out  that  such  system  perfor¬ 
mance  was  obtained  only  after  years 
of  gradual  development,  and  that* a 
similar  latitude  in  development  should 
be  given  to  digital  systems.  Motorola, 
therefore,  favored  Commission  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  more  liberal  standards  set 
forth  in  EIA  Standard  RS-152-B.* 
Since  that  Standard  is  silent  on  the 
protection  to  be  afforded  to  channels 


•EIA  Standard  RS-152-B.  “Minimum 
Standards  for  Land  Mobile  Communication 
PM  or  PM  Transmitters.  25-450  MHz,”  gives 
45,  60  and  60  dB  for  channel  spacings  of  20. 
25,  and  30  kHz.  respectively,  for  ba.se  station 
transmitters  with  3  or  more  watts  input 
power. 
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separated  by  15  kHz,  Motorola  •  con¬ 
curred  with  the  recommendation  of 
Sachs-Preeman  Associates*  that  the 
protection  should  be  25  dB.  These 
limits,  argued  Motorola,  were  proven 
to  provide  sufficient  adjacent  channel 
protection  in  the  early  days  after 
channels  were  split  as  a  result  of 
Docket  13847.* 

12.  We  have  given  this  matter  care¬ 
ful  consideration  and  we  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  protection 
ratios  set  forth  in  EIA  Standard  RS- 
152-B  would  be  a  reasonable  initial 
standard  for  digital  systems  which 
cannot  be  low-pass  filtered.  However, 
while  we  feel  that  the  information 
before  us  is  sufficient  to  warrant  our 
adopting  an  interim  standard  for  the 
emissions  of  digital  systems,  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  a  more  precise  and  conclu¬ 
sive  standard  may  be  possible  if  the 
matter  of  the  necessary  amount  of  ad¬ 
jacent  channel  protection  is  given  ad¬ 
ditional  study  in  a  subsequent  rule- 
making  proceeding.  Further,  while  we 
are  inclined  to  agree  that  the  trans¬ 
mitter  emission  measurement  proce¬ 
dure  set  forth  in  EIA  Standard  RS- 
152-B  would  be  a  more  accurate  mea¬ 
sure  of  the  protection  afforded  adja¬ 
cent  channel  systems,  it  is,  as  Motor¬ 
ola  points  out,  a  somewhat  more  diffi¬ 
cult  measurement  than  the  one  re¬ 
quired  by  the  present  rules.*  We  do 
not  feel  that  such  a  departure  from 
existing  procedures  should  be  imple¬ 
mented  without  obtaining  the  views  of 
other  land  mobile  equipment  manu¬ 
facturers.  through  a  further  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking. 

13.  With  the  adjacent  channel  pro¬ 
tection  ratios  suggested  by  EIA  Stan¬ 
dard  RS-152-B  and  the  previously  re¬ 
ferenced  Sachs-Preeman  Report  in 
mind,  we  have  developed  the  following 
digital  transmitter  emission  limitation 
standard  which  we  are  adopting  for 
use  pending  the  conclusion  of  this  ru¬ 
lemaking  proceeding.  It  is  essentially  a 
"tightened  up”  version  of  the  emission 
limitations  presently  set  forth  in  the 
rules,  with  the  view  of  providing  the 
approximate  adjacent  channel  protec¬ 
tion  previously  concluded  to  be  neces¬ 
sary.  The  power  of  any  sideband  emis¬ 
sion  shall  be  attenuatt'd  below  the  un¬ 
modulated  traiKsmitter  output  power 


•The  Sachs-Freoman  Assoc iafes,  Inc.  rec¬ 
ommendation  is  contained  in  the  report.  "A 
Study  of  the  Digital  Uses  and  Standards  for 
Land  Mobile  Channels  (December  1976) 
which  was  developed  for  the  Commission 
prior  to  this  rulemaking. 

’The  reference  here  is  to  the  First  Report 
and  Order  in  Docket  13847  (Amendment  of 
Parts  89,  91.  93  and  95  to  reduce  the  separa¬ 
tion  of  assignable  frequencies  in  the  450-470 
MHz  band),  which  was  released  on  Decem¬ 
ber  2,  1966. 

"The  rules  require  the  submis.sion  of  a 
plot  of  the  low-pass  filter  respon.se  and  a 
measurement  of  the  radiated  emission.  (The 
usual  procedure  is  to  submit  a  photograph 
taken  from  a  spectrum  analyzer.) 
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<P)  In  accordance  with  the  following 
schedule: 

(a)  On  any  frequency  removed  from  the 
assigned  frequency  by  a  displacement  fre¬ 
quency  (fa)  between  5  and  10  kHz,  the  at¬ 
tenuation  shall  be  83  IjOg,o  (fd/5)  dB. 

(b)  On  any  frequency  removed  from  the 
assigned  frequency  by  a  displacement  fre¬ 
quency  (fa)  over  10  kHz,  the  attenuation 
shall  be  116  Log,,  (fa/6.1)  dB,  or  SO-i-lO  Log,. 
(P)  dB.  whichever  is  less. 

Our  calculations  indicate  that  this  in¬ 
terim  standard  for  digital  emissions 
will  provide  a  minimum  of  26,  47,  62 
and  67  dB  protection  for  adjacent 
channel  spacings  of  15,  20,  25  and  30 
kHz,  respectively.  Since  it  would  be 
difficult,  if  not  impossible  to  design  a 
digital  system  producing  the  maxi¬ 
mum  permissible  power  at  each  dis¬ 
placement  frequency,  the  actual  pro¬ 
tection  afforded  adjacent  channels 
will  be  somewhat  greater  than  that 
specified  above. 

14.  The  preceeding  emission  limita¬ 
tions  were  obtained  after  analysis  of 
the  protection  pre.sently  being  afford¬ 
ed  by  the  required  low-pass  filters.* 
This  analysis  was  based  on  plots  of  the 
distribution  of  modulation  sidebands 
for  a  range  of  single,  low-pass  filtered, 
sinusoidal  modulating  frequencies  be¬ 
tween  one  and  twenty  kilohertz,  as 
predicted  by  the  mathematical  series 
describing  the  J,  through  the  J,  com¬ 
ponents  of  the  Bessel  functions  of  the 
first  kind.  The  resulting  emission  en¬ 
velope  can  be  said  to  approximate 
"worst  case”  analog  conditions.  This 
procedure  is  identical  to  that  refer¬ 
enced  by  GE  in  its  comments,  and  our 
results  were  virtually  identical  to  their 
Figure  1  (refer  to  Appendix  B  of  this 
First  Report  and  Order).  However,  we 
were  unable  to  corroborate  GE’s  com¬ 
ment  that  "for  modulating  frequencies 
less  than  3  kHz,  sideband  spectra  can 
be  expected  to  extend  above  the 
Figure  1  curves  between  the  0  dB  in¬ 
tercepts  and  the  upper  limit  of  the  au¬ 
thorized  bandwidth,  10  kHz.”  There¬ 
fore,  we  decided  to  base  our  interim 
emission  limitations  on  Figure  1  of  the 
GE  comments,  rather  than  Figure  2.'® 
This  results  in  a  substantial  increase 
in  the  protection  afforded  to  the  adja¬ 
cent  channels.  Further,  we  would 
point  out  that  frequency  modulation 
(in  some  instances,  perhaps,  higher 
order  phase  modulation)  will  be  em¬ 
ployed  almost  exclusively  in  high  bit 
rate  digital  systems.  In  this  connection 
it  is  important  to  note  that  Curve  A 


•The  rules  generally  require  that  trans¬ 
mitters  operating  on  frequencies  between  25 
and  450  MHz  be  equipped  with  a  40  Log  (f/ 
3)  audio  low-pass  filter  (where  “f”  is  the 
modulating  frequency).  Transmitters  on  fre¬ 
quencies  between  450  and  866  MHz  must  be 
provided  with  a  60  Log  (f/3)  filter. 

'•GE’s  Figure  2  shows  a  flat  response  to  10 
kHz,  above  which  the  limits  are  the  same  as 
in  Figure  1. 
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(for  a  phase  modulator)  of  GE’s 
Figure  1  is  identical  to  the  curve  of  a 
frequency  modulated  transmitter  em¬ 
ploying  the  40  Log  (f/3)  filter.  For  dis¬ 
placement  frequencies  between  5  and 
10  kHz.  the  limit  derived  through 
analysis  of  the  40  Log  (f/3)  filter  pro¬ 
vides  greater  sideband  attenuation. 
Since  the  sideband  plots  of  the  60  Log 
(f/3)  filter  did  not  exceed  the  limits  of 
the  40  Log  (f/3)  filter  in  the  5  to  10 
kHz  region,  we  decided  to  adopt  a  two- 
step  emission  limitation  based  on  the 
lower  limits  of  Curves  A  and  B.  P\ir- 
ther  analysis,  however,  revealed  that 
the  resulting  emission  limitation 
would  provide  an  adjacent  channel 
protection  somewhat  greater  than  EIA 
Standard  RS-152-B.  For  purposes  of 
convenience,  therefore,  we  relaxed  the 
slope  of  Curve  B  slightly,  and  if  our  in¬ 
terim  standard  is  plotted,  it  will  be 
found  to  go  from  25  dB  at  10  kHz  to  60 
dB  at  20  kHz  (assuming  a  transmitter 
output  power  of  10  or  more  watts). 

15.  GE,  in  further  comments,  recom¬ 
mends  that  the  Commission  standard¬ 
ize  F3Y  emission  concurrently  w’ith 
the  other  needed  rule  changes.  Consid¬ 
ering  the  evolution  which  will  almost 
certainly  take  place  in  the  art  of  digi¬ 
tal  voice  transmission  over  the  next 
five  to  fifteen  years,  we  do  not  see  hew 
we  can  implement  any  realistic  stan¬ 
dards  at  this  time.  To  require  the  use 
of  four  level  FSK  in  lieu  of  binary 
would,  as  Motorola  points  out,  be  to 
require  the  availability  of  tomorrow’s 
technology  today.  At  the  same  time,  to 
implement  a  standard  requiring  the 
use  of  binary  FSK  would  be  tanta¬ 
mount  to  encouraging  a  halt  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  increa.singly  narrower 
band  digital  systems. 

16.  GE  also  submits  that  the  nation¬ 
al  interest  would  be  served  by  the 
Commission’s  standardizing  ^gital 
voice  encryption  parameters  in  order 
to  enable  the  user  to  have  a  choice  of 
several  manufacturers  from  which  to 
purchase  compatible  equipment.  GE 
points  out  that  the  typical  user  does 
not  purchase  hi.s  total  requirements  at 
one  time,  but  anticipates  that  he  will 
be  able  to  purchase  add-on  equipments 
which  are  compatible  with  his  original 
system. 

17.  We  certainly  see  merit  in  these 
suggestions  of  GE;  but  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  use  of  digital  voice  modu¬ 
lation.  whether  or  not  encrypted,  is  in 
a  relatively  developmental  stage,  we 
see  no  method  whereby  we  could  ef¬ 
fectively  require  such  system  compati¬ 
bility.  It  is  our  feeling  that  as  several 
different  digital  voice  systems  are  mar¬ 
keted,  the  various  manufacturers  will 
come  to  a  rapid  understanding  of  the 
technologies  used  by  their  competi¬ 
tors,  and  as  time  goes  by.  we  would 
expect  to  see  a  gravitation  toward 
those  technologies  providing  the  best 
performance  and  cost-effectiveness. 
Once  a  certain  degree  of  technical 
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compatibility  is  achieved,  it  would  be 
in  the  manufacturers’  interest  to  ex¬ 
change  information  on  their  respective 
encryption  methodologies.  A  some¬ 
what  similar  situation  exists  at  the 
present  time  where  manufacturers  co¬ 
operate  to  produce  compatible  coded 
tone  squelch  systems.  Concluding,  it  Is 
simply  impractical  to  adopt  standards 
for  F3Y  emission  or  digital  voice  en¬ 
cryption  at  this  time.  Moreover,  it  is 
not  even  certain  that  such  .standards 
are  needed. 

18.  In  concluding  comments,  GE  re¬ 
quests  that  the  Commission  require 
clear  voice  identification  by  digital 
voice  base  stations  only  and  allow  li¬ 
censees  to  transmit  up  to  two  seconds 
of  digital  data  under  the  authorization 
of  F3Y  emission. 

19.  We  are  inclined  to  agree  with 
GE's  belief  that  if  a  mobile  unit  opera¬ 
tor  is  required  to  switch  to  the  analog 
mode  to  transmit  station  identifica¬ 
tion,  he  may  forget  to  switch  back  to 
the  digital  mode  and  inadvertently 
compromise  critical  communications. 
Accordingly,  we  have  made  provision 
in  the  rules  for  waiver  of  mobile  sta¬ 
tion  identification  during  those  peri¬ 
ods  when  F3Y  emission  is  being  uti¬ 
lized. 

20.  The  transmission  of  up  to  two 
seconds  of  digital  data  is  entirely  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  intent  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  It  was  our  initial  belief,  however, 
that  such  operation  should  require  the 
specific  authorization  of  F9Y  emis¬ 
sion.”  After  giving  this  matter  addi¬ 
tional  thought,  we  have  concluded 
that  administrative  considerations 
appear  to  warrant  the  action  request¬ 
ed.  If  the  data  transmissions  are  limit¬ 
ed  to  two  seconds  as  proposed,  there 
should  be  little  adverse  impact  on  the 
channel  occupancy  and  both  the  Com- 


”  P9Y  emission  will  be  authorized  to  AVM 
and  other  types  of  nonvoice  digital  systems. 


mission  and  its  licensees  would  benefit 
from  not  having  to  process  paperwork 
for  what  would  be  a  routine  authoriza¬ 
tion  based  on  information  of  limited 
value.  Accordingly,  the  rules  have 
been  written  in  such  a  way  that  au¬ 
thorization  of  F3Y  emission  is  con¬ 
strued  to  include  the  use  of  F9Y  emis¬ 
sion  subject  to  the  lirhitations  of  the 
so-called  “two  second  rule”.**  This  im¬ 
plicit  authorization  applies  only  to  sta¬ 
tions  authorized  the  use  of  F3Y  emis¬ 
sion.  If  a  licensee  authorized  any  other 
type  of  emission  wishes  to  use  F9Y 
emission  as  well,  specific  authorization 
must  be  sought. 

21.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Commission  has  decided  to  proceed 
with  the  routine  authorization  of  F3Y 
emission  in  the  Police  and  Fire  Radio 
Services,  and  with  the  authorization  of 
high  bit  rate  nonvoice  digital  systems 
(F9Y  emission)  in  all  of  the  private 
land  mobile  radio  services  except  the 
General  Mobile  Radio  Service**;  Pro¬ 
vided.  That  such  systems  comply  with 
the  interim  digital  emission  limitation 
standard  specified  herein  and  the 
operational  limitations  set  forth  else¬ 
where  in  the  rules.  Any  refinement  of 
the  interim  digital  emission  limitation 
standard  which  may  be  necessary  and 
the  resolution  of  any  matter  raised  in 
the  Notice  and  not  addressed  in  this 
First  Report  and  Order  will  be  the 
subject  of  a  concurrently  issued  Far¬ 
ther  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

22.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  Sections  4(i)  and 
303  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended;  It  is  ordered.  That 
effective  March  23,  1978,  Parts  89,  91 


”See  §89.105,  subparagraphs  (d)  (1),  (2). 
(3)  and  (4). 

“The  General  Mobile  Radio  Service  (Part 
(95)  is  being  excluded  because  the  types  of 
digital  systems  under  discussion  here  are 
not  authorized  in  that  Service. 


and  93  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  are  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

(Secs.  4.  303.  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1082;  (47  U.S.C.  154,  303).) 

Federal  Communications, 
Commission,** 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 


Appendix  A 

Comments  were  filed  by: 

American  Petroleum  Institute 
Arapahoe  County  (Colorado)  Sheriff's 
Department 

Arizona  Department  of  Public  Safety 
Associated  Public-Safety  Communica¬ 
tions  Officers,  Inc. 

Boeing  Wichita  Co. 

City  of  Boston 
City  of  Fort  Lauderdale 
City  of  Houston 
Corwin  D.  Moore,  Jr. 

Duluth  Police  Department 

Forest  Industries  Telecommunications 

General  Electric  Co. 

Harris  Corp.  (RF  Communications  Divi¬ 
sion) 

International  Municipal  Signal  Associ¬ 
ation 

Los  Angeles  County  Sheriff’s  Depart¬ 
ment 

Marion  M.  Shipley  (Sheriff) 

Motorola,  Inc. 

New  York  City  Police  Department 
Salt  Lake  City  Corp.  (Police  Depart¬ 
ment) 

Special  Industral  Radio  Service  Associ¬ 
ation 

Reply  Comments  were  filed  by: 

General  Electric  Co. 

Motorola.  Inc. 

Salt  Lake  City  Corp.  (Police  Depart¬ 
ment) 

State  of  North  Dakota  (Radio  Commu¬ 
nications  Department) 

Technical  Communications  Corp. 


**  Commissioner  Washburn  concurring  in 
the  re.sult. 
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PART  89— PUBLIC  SAFETY  RADIO  SERVICES 

I.  Part  89  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §89.105.  paragraphs  (a)  and  (d) 
are  amended,  and  a  new  paragraph  (f) 
is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  89.103  Types  of  emission. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraphs 
(c),  (d),  (e),  and  (f)  of  this  section,  sta¬ 
tions  in  these  services  will  be  autho¬ 
rized  to  use  only  A3  or  P3  emission  for 
radiotelephony.  The  authorization  to 
use  A3  or  F3  emission  is  construed  to 
include  the  use  of  tone  signals  or  sig¬ 
nalling  devices  the  function  of  which 
is  limited  to  establishing  or  maintain¬ 
ing  voice  communications  or  to  actu¬ 
ate  emergency  warning  devices  used 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  advising  the 
general  public  or  emergency  personnel 
of  an  impending  emergency  situation. 

(d)  Except  for  tone  paging,  telem¬ 
etry,  radioteleprinter,  radiofacsimile, 
and  automatic  vehicle  location  sys¬ 
tems,  and  except  as  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  part,  use  of  A2,  A9,  F2,  F9 
(audio  frequency  tone  shift  or  tone 
phase  shift),  or  F9Y  emission  by  sta¬ 
tions  in  these  services  may  be  autho¬ 
rized  only  in  accordance  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  limitations  and  requirements: 

•  •  •  «  • 

(f)  Stations  in  the  Police  and  Fire 
Radio  Services  utilizing  digital  voice 
modulation  in  either  the  unscrambled 
or  scrambled  mode  will  be  authorized 
F3Y  emission.  The  authorization  to 
use  F3Y  emission  is  construed  to  in¬ 
clude  the  use  of  F9Y  emission  subject 
to  the  limitations  of  paragraphs  (d)(1), 
(2),  (3)  and  (4)  of  this  section. 

2.  In  §89.107,  paragraph  (c)  is 
amended  and  a  new  paragraph  (f)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  89.107  Emission  limitations. 

#  •  «  •  • 

(c)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(f)  of  this  section,  the  mean  power  of 
emissions  shall  be  attenuated  below 
the  mean  output  power  of  the  trans¬ 
mitter  in  accordance  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  schedule: 

•  «  •  •  • 

(f)  Pending  the  resolution  of  Docket 
21142,  the  power  of  any  sideband  emis¬ 
sion  of  a  digital  transmitter  authorized 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (j)  of  §89.109 
shall  be  attenuated  below  the  unmo¬ 
dulated  transmitter  output  power  (P) 
in  accordance  with  the  following 
schedule: 

(1)  On  any  frequency  removed  from 
the  assigned  frequency  by  a  displace¬ 
ment  frequency  (f^)  between  5  and  10 
kHz,  the  attenuation  shall  be: 

83  Log,.  (f</5)  dB. 

(2)  On  any  frequency  removed  from 
the  assigned  frequency  by  a  displace- 
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ment  frequency  (fd)  greater  than  10 
kHz.  the  attenuation  shall  be: 

116  Log,,  (fd/6.1)  dB.  or  50-^10  Log,.  (P)  dB. 
whichever  is  less. 

3.  In  §89.109,  paragraph  (d)  is 
amended  and  a  new  paragraph  (k)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  89.109  Modulation  requirements. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(k)  of  this  section,  each  transmitter  in 
the  frequency  ranges  25  to  50,  150.8  to 
162,  450  to  512,  806  to  821,  and  851  to 
866  MHz  shall  be  equipped  with  an 
audio  low  pass  filter.  Such  filter  shall 
be  installed  between  the  modulation 
limiter  and  the  modulated  stage  and 
shall  meet  the  specifications  contained 
in  paragraphs  (h)  or  (i)  of  this  section. 
The  provisions  of  this  paragraph  do 
not  apply  to  transmitters  of  licensed 
radiocommunications  systems  operat¬ 
ed  wholly  within  one  or  more  of  the 
territories  or  possessions  of  the  United 
States  or  Alaska,  or  Hawaii,  except 
those  systems  operating  in  the  fre¬ 
quency  ranges  806  to  821  MHz,  and 
851  to  866  MHz. 

•  •  •  G  • 

(k)  Each  transmitter  in  the  frequen¬ 
cy  ranges  25  to  50,  150.8  to  162,  450  to 
512,  806  to  821,  and  851  to  866  MHz 
will  be  exempt  from  the  audio  low 
pass  filter  requirements  of  this  section 
when  type  accepted  for  use  with  spe¬ 
cific  digital  equipment.  The  applica¬ 
tion  for  type  acceptance  shall  contain 
such  information  as  may  be  necessary 
to  demonstrate  that  the  transmitter 
complies  with  the  emission  limitations 
specified  in  paragraph  (f)  of  §89.107, 
when  used  with  the  specified  digital 
equipment.  When  a  transmitter  is  to 
be  type  accepted  for  both  digital  and 
analog  use,  the  analog  input  shall  be 
equipped  with  an  audio  low  pass  filter 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (d)  of  this 
section. 

4.  A  new  §  89.121,  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§89.121  Provisions  relating  to  the  use  of 
scrambling  devices  and  digital  voice 
modulation. 

(a)  Analog  scrambling  techniques 
may  be  employed  at  any  station  au¬ 
thorized  the  use  of  A3  or  F3  emission, 
subject  to  the  provision  of  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section. 

(b)  The  use  of  digital  scrambling 
techniques  or  digital  voice  modulat^n 
requires  the  specific  authorization  of 
F3Y  emission;  and  this  emission  will 
be  authorized  only  to  stations  in  the 
Police  and  Fire  Radio  Services,  subject 
to  the  provision  of  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section. 

(c)  The  transmission  of  any  non¬ 
voice  information  or  data  under  the 


authorization  of  F3Y  emission  is  pro¬ 
hibited.  However,  stations  authorized 
the  use  of  F3Y  emission  may  also  be 
authorized  F9Y  emission  for  non-voice 
communications  purposes,  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (d)  of  §  89.105. 

(d)  Station  identification  shall  be 
transmitted  in  the  unscrambled  analog 
mode  (clear  voice)  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  89.153. 

5.  In  §  89.153,  a  new  paragraph  (i)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§89.153  Station  identirication. 

•  •  •  0  # 

(i)  Mobile  stations  need  not  transmit 
station  identification  during  periods 
when  F3Y  emission  is  being  utilized. 

6.  In  §89.655,  paragraph  (c)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

§  89.633  Restrictions  and  limitations  on 
permissible  communications,  on  use, 
and  on  mode  of  operation. 

•  •  #  •  • 

(c)  Notwithstanding  any  contrary 
provisions  in  this  subpart,  a  system  li¬ 
censed  for  use  by  a  person  or  entity 
eligible  under  either  Parts  89,  91.  or  93 
of  this  chapter  may  be  employed  for 
any  -purpose  or  operated  in  any 
manner,  including  the  use  of  P2.  F4. 
P9,  P9Y.  and  in  the  Police  and  Fire 
Radio  Service  only,  F3Y  emission, 
which  is  consistent  with  the  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  service  in  which 
the  user  is  eligible:  Provided,  That  the 
loading  standard  which  applies  to  the 
system  is  met  and  the  channel  or 
channels  are  assigned  to  that  entity, 
for  its  exclusive  use. 


PART  91— INDUSTRIAL  RADIO  SERVICES 

II.  Part  91  of  the  Commission's  rules 
is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §91.103,  paragraph  (b)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

§  91.103  Types  of  emission. 

•  •  ♦  •  • 

(b)  Except  for  tone  paging,  telem¬ 
etry.  radioteleprinter,  radiofacsimile, 
and  automatic  vehicle  location  sys¬ 
tems,  and  except  as  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  part,  use  of  A2,  A9,  P2,  F9 
(audio  frequency  tone  shift  or  tone 
phase  shift),  or  P9Y  emission  by  sta¬ 
tions  in  these  services  may  be  autho¬ 
rized  only  in  accordance  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  limitations  and  requirements: 

«  •  •  G  G 

2.  In  §91.104,  paragraph  (c)  is 
amended  and  a  new  paragraph  (f)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  91.104  Emission  limitations. 

•  •  •  G  G 
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(c)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(f)  of  this  section,  the  mean  power  of 
emission  shall  be  attenuated  below  the 
mean  output  power  of  the  transmitter 
in  accordance  with  the  following 
schedule; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(f)  Pending  the  resolution  of  Docket 
21142,  the  power  of  any  sideband  emis¬ 
sion  of  a  digital  transmitter  authorized 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (i)  of  Section 
91.105  shall  be  attenuated  below  the 
luunodulated  transmitter  output 
power  (P)  in  accordance  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  schedule: 

(1)  On  any  frequency  removed  from 
the  assigned  frequency  by  a  displace¬ 
ment  frequency  (f^)  between  5  and  10 
kHz,  the  attentuation  shall  be; 

83  Log,.  (f./6)  dB. 

(2)  On  any  frequency  removed  from 
the  assigned  frequency  by  a  displace¬ 
ment  frequency  (fd)  greater  than  10 
kHz,  the  attenuation  shall  be; 

116  Log,.  (f./6.1)  dB,  or  50-h  10  Log,.  (P)  dB, 
whichever  is  less. 

3.  In  §91.105,  paragraphs  (d),  (e), 
and  (f)  are  amended  and  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (i)  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  91.105  Modulation  requirements. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(i)  of  this  section,  each  transmitter 
which  Is  operated  on  a  frequency  in 
the  ranges  25  to  50,  or  152  to  174  MHz, 
and  which  is  provided  with  a  modula¬ 
tion  limiter  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  also  be  equipped  with  an 
audio  low  pass  filter  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (g)  of 
this  section. 

(e)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(i)  of  this  section,  each  transmitter 
which  is  operated  on  a  frequency  in 
the  range  150.8  to  152  MHz  and  which 
is  provided  with  a  modulation  limiter 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  shall  also 
be  equipped  with  an  audio  low  pass 
filter  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  (g)  or  (h)  of  this 
section. 

(f)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(i)  of  this  section,  each  transmitter 
which  is  operated  on  a  frequency  in 
the  bands  450  to  512,  806  to  821,  and 
851  to  866  MHz  and  which  is  provided 
with  a  modulation  limiter  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section  shall  also  be 
equipped  with  an  audio  low  pass  filter 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (g)  or  (h)  of  this  section. 

•  •  •  #  • 

(i)  Each  transmitter  in  the  frequen¬ 
cy  ranges  25  to  50,  150.8  to  174,  450  to 


512,  806  to  821,  and  851  to  866  MHz 
will  be  exempt  from  the  audio  low 
pass  filter  requirements  of  this  section 
when  type  accepted  for  use  with  spe¬ 
cific  digital  equipment.  The  applica¬ 
tion  for  type  acceptance  shall  contain 
such  information  as  may  be  necessary 
to  demonstrate  that  the  transmitter 
complies  with  the  emission  limitations 
specified  in  paragraph  (f)  of  §91.104, 
when  used  with  the  specified  digital 
equipment.  When  a  transmitter  is  to 
be  type  accepted  for  both  digital  and 
analog  use,  the  analog  input  shall  be 
equipped  with  an  audio  low  pass  filter 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (d),  (e)  or  (f) 
of  this  section. 

4.  A  new  §  91.121,  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  91.121  Provisions  relating  to  the  use  of 
scrambling  devices. 

Analog  scrambling  techniques  may 
be  employed  at  any  station  authorized 
the  use  of  A3  or  P3  emission.  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  station  identification  is 
transmitted  in  the  unscrambled  mode 
(clear  voice)  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  §  91.152. 


PART  93— LAND  TRANSPORTATION  RADIO 
SERVICES 

III.  Part  93  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §91.103,  paragraph  (b)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

§  91.103  Types  of  emission. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Except  for  tone  paging,  telem¬ 
etry,  radioteleprinter,  radiofacsimile, 
and  automatic  vehicle  location  sys¬ 
tems,  and  except  as  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  part,  use  of  A2,  A9,  P2,  F9 
(audio  frequency  tone  shift  or  tone 
phase  shift),  or  F9Y  emission  by  sta¬ 
tions  in  these  services  may  be  autho¬ 
rized  only  in  accordance  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  limitations  and  requirements: 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  In  §93.104,  paragraph  (c)  is 
amended  and  a  new  paragraph  (f)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  93.104  Emission  limitations. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(f)  of  this  section,  the  mean  power  of 
emissions  shall  be  attenuated  below 
the  mean  output  power  of  the  trans¬ 
mitter  in  accordance  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  schedule: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(f)  Pending  the  resolution  of  Docket 
21142,  the  power  of  any  sideband  emis¬ 
sion  of  a  digital  transmitter  authorized 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (i)  of  §93.105 


shall  be  attenuated  below  the  unmo¬ 
dulated  transmitter  output  power  (P) 
in  accordance  with  the  following 
schedule: 

(1)  On  any  frequency  removed  from 
the  assigned  frequency  by  a  displace¬ 
ment  frequency  (f^)  between  5  and  10 
kHz,  the  attenuation  shall  be; 

83  Log,.  (f./5)  dB. 

(2)  On  any  frequency  removed  from 
the  assigned  frequency  by  a  displace¬ 
ment  frequency  (f^)  greater  than  10 
kHz,  the  attenuation  shall  be: 

116  Log,,  (fd/6.1)  dB,  or  50  +  10  Log,,  (P)  dB, 
whichever  is  less. 

In  §93.105,  paragraphs  (d),  (e)  and 
(f)  are  amended  and  a  new  paragraph 
(i)  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§93.105  Modulation  requirements. 

•  G  •  •  G 

(d)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(i)  of  this  section,  each  transmitter 
which  is  operated  on  a  frequency  in 
the  range  25  to  50,  or  152  to  162  MHz, 
and  which  is  provided  with  a  modula¬ 
tion  limiter  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  also  be  equipped  with  an 
audio  low  pass  filter  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (g)  of 
this  section. 

(e)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(i)  of  this  section,  each  transmitter 
which  is  operated  on  a  frequency  in 
the  range  150.8  to  152  MHz  and  which 
is  provided  with  a  modulation  limiter 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  shall  also 
be  equipped  with  an  audio  low  pass 
filter,  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  (g)  of  this  section. 

(f)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(i)  of  this  section,  each  transmitter 
which  is  operated  on  a  frequency  in 
the  bands  450  to  512,  806  to  821,  and 
851  to  966  MHz  and  which  is  provided 
with  a  modulation  limiter  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section  shall  also  be 
equipped  with  an  audio  low  pass  filter 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (g)  or  (h)  of  this  section. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(i)  Each  transmitter  in  the  frequen- 
•cy  ranges  25  to  50,  150.8  to  162,  45(1  to 
512,  806  to  821,  and  851  to  866  MIIz 
will  be  exempt  from  the  audio  low 
pass  filtering  requirements  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  when  type  accepted  for  use  with 
specific  digital  equipment.  The  appli¬ 
cation  for  type  acceptance  shall  con¬ 
tain  such  information  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  demonstrate  that  the  transmit¬ 
ter  complies  with  the  emission  limita¬ 
tions  specified  in  paragraph  (f)  of 
§  93.104,  when  used  with  the  specified 
digital  equipment.  When  a  transmitter 
is  to  be  type  accepted  for  both  digital 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  33— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY,  16,  1978 


6786 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


and  analog  use,  the  analog  input  shall 
be  equipped  with  an  audio  low  pass 
filter  as  provided  in  paragraph  (d),  (e) 
or  (f)  of  this  section. 

4.  A  new  §  93.121,  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§93.121  Provisiong  relating  to  the  use  of 
scrambling  devices. 

Analog  scrambling  techniques  may 
be  employed  at  any  station  authorized 
the  use  of  A3  or  F3  emission,  provided 
that  station  identification  is  transmit¬ 
ted  in  the  unscrambled  mode  (clear 
voice)  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  93.152. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4337  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-60] 

Tit)«  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  I— MATERIALS  TRANSPORTATION 
BUREAU,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  HM-158.  Arndt.  No.  173-1131 

PART  173— SHIPPERS— GENERAL 
REQUIREMENTS  FOR  SHIPMENTS  AND 
PACKAGINGS 

Empty  Canadian  Tank  Cart 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau.  IX)T 

ACTION;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  allows 
empty  Canadian  tank  cars  to  be  re¬ 
turned  from  the  United  States  to 
Canada  if  transported  in  conformity 
with  Canadian  Transport  Commission 
(CTO  regulations.  This  amendment  is 
needed  because  of  differences  between 
(^TC  and  DOT  placarding  require¬ 
ments  that  result  from  recent  changes 
to  DOT  requirements.  The  amend¬ 
ment  provides  a  minor  enlargement  of 
existing  DOT  recognition  of  CTC  reg¬ 
ulations. 

DATE:  This  amendment  is  effective 
February  16.  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Douglas  A.  Crockett,  Chief  Counsel’s 
Office,  Research  and  Special  Pro¬ 
grams  Directorate,  Room  6222,  2100 
Second  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590,  phone:  202-755-4972. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
A  number  of  Canadian  rail  shippers  of 
liquefied  petroleum  gas  have  notified 
DOT  that  they  anticipate  problems  in 
providing  EMPTY  placards  specified 
by  DOT  for  tank  cars  returning  to 
Canada  after  delivery  of  liquefied  pe¬ 
troleum  gas  in  the  United  States. 
EMPTY  placards,  required  for  use  on 
tank  cars  only,  are  normally  printed 
on  the  reverse  side  of  placards  used 
for  full  ladings,  and  the  placard  is  re¬ 
versed  when  the  lading  is  removed. 

Shipments  of  hazardous  materials 
moving  from  Canada  into  the  United 


States,  or  through  the  United  States 
en  route  to  Canada,  are  permitted  by 
49  CFR  173.8  to  be  placarded  in  con¬ 
formity  with  CTC  regulations.  Howev¬ 
er,  recent  changes  to  DOT  placarding 
requirements  have  resulted  in  differ¬ 
ences  between  the  EIMPTY  placards 
specified  by  DOT  for  use  with  tank 
cars  and  those  specified  by  CJTC.  This 
amendment  is  being  made  in  support 
of  the  long-standing  DOT  recognition 
of  (TTC  regulations  for  Canadian  ship¬ 
ments  to  United  States  consignees. 

This  rule  is  a  relaxation  of  existing 
requirements  and  the  Materials  Trans¬ 
portation  Bureau  finds  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  allow  empty  cars  to 
be  returned  to  Canada  in  conformity 
with  CTC  regulations  to  avoid  possible 
delays  in  the  movement  of  propane 
and  other  hazardous  materials  from 
Canada  to  the  United  States.  As  the 
new  DOT  placarding  requirements 
became  mandatory  for  rail  shipments 
on  January  1,  1978,  immediate  action 
is  required.  Consequently,  public 
notice  is  dispensed  with  and  this  rule 
is  effective  immediately. 

This  rule  will  not  affect  the  cost  of 
regulatory  enforcement  nor  impose 
added  costs  on  industry,  consumers  or 
Federal.  State  or  local  governments. 
There  will  not  be  any  significant  envi¬ 
ronmental  or  economic  impact  (E.O. 
11821;  OMB  Circular  A-107)  associated 
with  this  relaxation  of  existing  re¬ 
quirements. 

The  primary  drafters  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Alan  I.  Roberts,  Director, 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Oper¬ 
ations,  and  Douglas  A.  Crockett.  Chief 
Counsel’s  Office.  Research  and  Special 
Programs  Directorate. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  173  of  Title  49,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  amended  as  follows; 

1.  In  §  173.8,  paragraph  (a)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.8  Canadian  shipmenU  and  packag¬ 
ing*. 

(a)  Shipments  of  hazardous  materi¬ 
als  which  conform  to  the  regulations 
of  the  Canadian  Transport  Commis¬ 
sion  (formerly  the  Board  of  Transport 
Commissioners  for  Canada),  may  be 
transported  from  the  point  of  entry  in 
the  United  States  to  their  destination 
in  the  United  States,  or  through  the 
United  States,  en  route  to  a  point  in 
Canada.  Empty  rail  tank  cars  may  be 
transported  in  conformity  with  Cana¬ 
dian  Transport  Commission  regula¬ 
tions  from  point  of  origin  in  the 
United  States  to  point  of  entry  into 
Canada. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(49  U.S.C.  1803.  1804.  1808;  49  CFR  1.53(e)) 


Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  9.  1978. 

L.  D.  Santman, 
Acting  Director,  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau. 
[FR  Doc.  78-4148  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 
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SUBCHAPTER  0— PIPELINE  SAFETY 

(Arndt.  195-13;  Docket  No.  OFSO  77-41 

PART  195— TRANSPORTATION  OF  LIQUIDS  BY 

PIPELINE  CONVERSION  OF  EXISTING  PIPE¬ 
LINES  TO  LIQUID  SERVICE 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion. 

ACJriON:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  permits 
a  previously  used  steel  pipeline  to 
qualify  for  use  in  liquid  service  subject 
to  Part  195  without  meeting  the 
design  and  construction  requirements 
applicable  to  a  new  pipeline.  The  need 
for  the  amendment  arises  from  chang¬ 
ing  transportation  patterns  for  oil  and 
gas  in  pipelines  in  the  United  States. 
For  example,  as  new  sources  of  oil 
become  available  and  past  gas  sources 
decline,  significant  cost  savings  and 
environmental  benefits  are  projected 
from  the  use  of  existing  gas  lines  to 
carry  oil. 

At  the  present  time,  however,  the 
Federal  liquid  pipeline  safety  stan¬ 
dards  require  that  any  pipeline  placed 
in  liquid  service  after  March  31,  1970 
(July  31.  1977,  in  the  case  of  certain 
offshore  lines),  must  be  designed  and 
constructed  in  accordance  with  the  ap¬ 
plicable  Federal  safety  standards.  Al¬ 
though  appropriate  for  newly  installed 
liquid  lines,  this  requirement  is  more 
stringent  than  necessary  to  provide 
for  public  or  employee  safety  when  ap¬ 
plied  to  steel  lines  being  (inverted  to 
service  subject  to  Part  195.  It  imposes 
an  unnecessary  regulatory  burden  on 
the  future  use  of  the  nation’s  pipeline 
transportation  systems. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  17.  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  E.  F\ilton.  202-426-2082. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
To  alleviate  the  regulatory  burden  and 
the  similarly  undesirable  effect  of  re¬ 
quiring  operators  of  converted  pipe¬ 
lines  to  obtain  waivers  from  design 
and  construction  requirements,  the 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
(MTB)  has  adopted  alternative  safety 
requirements  governing  the  qualifica¬ 
tion  of  existing  steel  pipelines  for  ser- 
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vice  under  Part  195.  Under  the  new  re¬ 
quirements.  a  carrier  prepares  and  fol¬ 
lows  a  written  conversion  procedure. 
The  procedure  must  provide  for  visual 
inspection  and  historical  review  of  the 
pipeline  to  identify  actual  or  potential 
sources  of  failures.  The  review  must  be 
supplemented  with  appropiriate  tests, 
such  as  physical  or  chemical  testing, 
where  historical  records  are  insuffi¬ 
cient  to  judge  the  line's  condition. 
Problem  areas  must  be  corrected,  nor¬ 
mally  by  repair,  replacement,  or  other 
alteration.  A  pressure  test  must  be 
performed  to  demonstrate  that  the 
structural  integrity  of  the  pipeline  is 
sufficient  for  safe  operation.  Applica¬ 
ble  corrosion  control  requirements 
must  be  met  within  12  months  after 
the  pipeline  is  placed  in  service.  Final¬ 
ly,  the  carrier  must  keep  a  record  of 
the  investigations,  tests,  and  remedial 
measures  conducted  on  the  pipeline. 

This  amendment  results  from  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
(Notice  No.  77-3)  issued  by  the  Office 
of  Pipeline  Safety  Operations  on  April 
4.  1977  (42  FR  18412,  April  7.  1977). 
The  Notice  was  based,  in  part,  on  a  pe¬ 
tition  by  the  American  I^troleum  In¬ 
stitute  to  establish  alternative  require¬ 
ments  governing  the  safety  of  existing 
pipelines  being  converted  to  service 
under  Part  195.  Interested  persons 
were  invited  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  proceeding  by  submitting  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  by  May 
13.  1977. 

Notice  77-3  proposed  that  a  new 
Subpart  G  be  established  in  Part  195 
to  prescribe  safety  standards  for  the 
conversion  of  existing  steel  pipelines 
to  service  subject  to  Part  195.  In  con¬ 
junction  with  this  proposal,  the  Notice 
proposed  that  §  195.402(d)  be  amended 
to  exempt  pipelines  converted  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Subpart  G  from  the 
design  and  construction  requirements 
of  Part  195.  In  the  final  rules,  howev¬ 
er,  for  organizational  simplicity,  the 
substance  of  the  proposed  Subpart  G 
relating  to  written  procedures 
(§  195.502(c)),  recordkeeping 

(§  195.502<d)).  and  structural  integrity 
(§  195.504(b))  is  transferred  to  a  new 
§  195.5.  The  substantive  proposals  re¬ 
lating  to  operation  and  maintenance 
(§  195.506(a))  and  maximum  allowable 
operating  pressure  (§195.508)  are  de¬ 
leted  as  duplicative  of  current  require¬ 
ments  in  Part  195  governing  those  sub¬ 
jects.  The  current  requirements  would 
apply  to  any  existing  steel  pipeline 
which  qualifies  for  use  under  Part  195 
in  accordance  with  the  new  §  195.5. 
The  substance  of  proposed 
§  195.506(b),  which  would  have  pro¬ 
vided  a  12-month  leadtime  for  a  con¬ 
verted  pipeline  to  meet  corrosion  con¬ 
trol  requirements,  also  is  transferred 
to  §  195.5.  The  remaining  provisions  in 
the  Notice  are  deleted  as  unnecessary 
as  a  result  of  the  organizational 
change. 


In  adopting  the  final  rules,  MTB 
considered  all  the  written  comments 
received  as  a  result  of  Notice  No.  77-3. 
A  discussion  of  the  significant  com¬ 
ments  and  recommendations  and  their 
relation  to  changes  in  the  final  rules 
follows.  Changes  intended  for  clarifi¬ 
cation  of  the  substance  of  the  proposal 
and  editorial  modifications  which  do 
not  alter  the  proposal  are  not  dis¬ 
cussed. 

There  were  nine  persons  who  sub¬ 
mitted  written  comments  to  the 
Notice:  Two  natural  gas  pipeline  com¬ 
panies;  one  gas  trade  association;  two 
petroleum  trade  associations;  one 
State  regulatory  commission;  one  fed¬ 
eral  agency;  and  two  liquid  pipeline 
companies. 

One  commenter  said  that  establish¬ 
ing  the  proposed  conversion  require¬ 
ments  in  the  form  of  a  new  subpart  in 
Part  195  would  create  redundancies 
and  be  administratively  costly  for  the 
industry.  The  organizational  changes 
discussed  above  are  intended  to  allevi¬ 
ate  this  problem. 

Another  commenter  suggested  that 
carriers  be  required  to  tell  MTB  when 
a  proposed  conversion  would  take 
place  so  the  pipeline  system  could  be 
monitored  for  compliance.  MTB  does 
not  believe,  however,  that  a  notifica¬ 
tion  requirement  is  needed  at  present 
for  enforcement  of  the  conversion  pro¬ 
cedures.  If  experience  shows  that  such 
a  requirement  would  be  useful,  it  will 
be  proposed  in  a  future  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking. 

Similarly,  it  was  suggested  by  one 
commenter  that  the  government 
assume  greater  control  over  conver¬ 
sion  projects  by  requiring  that  a  carri¬ 
er’s  procedures  be  submitted  for  gov¬ 
ernment  review  before  a  project 
begins.  MTB  does  not  favor  this  regu¬ 
latory  approach  which,  in  effect, 
would  require  carriers  to  obtain  a  gov¬ 
ernment  permit  for  each  conversion 
project.  The  approach  would  create  an 
additional  burden  on  both  government 
and  industry  that  does  not  appear 
warranted  by  the  safety  problems  in¬ 
volved  in  a  steel  pipeline  conversion 
project.  The  safety  of  a  converted 
pipeline  can  be  provided  through  the 
establishment  and  enforcement  of  ade¬ 
quate  genera]  safety  standards  cover¬ 
ing  the  full  range  of  identifiable  safety 
problems.  The  purpose  of  this  rule- 
making  proceeding  is  to  meet  this  ob¬ 
jective. 

A  number  of  commenters  were  con¬ 
cerned  about  the  proposal  under 
§  195.504(b)(1)  in  the  Notice  that  a 
conversion  be  "consistent”  with  Part 
195.  They  interpreted  this  provision  as 
requiring  application  of  the  design  and 
construction  requirements,  although 
the  purpose  of  Notice  77-3  was  to 
avoid  this  result.  To  eliminate  any  pos¬ 
sible  confusion  on  the  point,  the  provi¬ 
sion  is  not  included  in  the  final  rules 
for  conversion. 


Notice  77-3  proposed  that  pipelines 
being  converted  must  be  pressure 
tested  in  accordance  with  Subpart  E  of 
Part  195  except  for  pipelines  tested 
similarly  within  the  preceding  5  years. 
Two  persons  interested  in  offshore 
pipelines  requested  that  the  exception 
be  broadened  to  include  pipelines  sat¬ 
isfactorily  tested  in  accordance  with 
the  U.S.  Geological  Survey’s  Order  No. 
9.  Another  commenter  argued  that  a 
5-year  time  limit  on  prior  testing 
would  be  arbitrary  and  unnecessary  in 
light  of  the  other  relevant  safety  con¬ 
siderations.  In  contrast,  one  com¬ 
menter  argued  there  should  be  no  ex¬ 
ception  from  the  testing  requirement 
on  grounds  that  the  potential  safety 
benefits  would  outweigh  the  addition¬ 
al  cost  of  testing.  This  comment  was 
adopted  in  the  final  rule  and  a  new 
pressure  test  is  mandatory  for  all  con¬ 
verted  pipelines.  On  further  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  issue.  MTB  decided  that  a 
pressure  test  is  the  best  indicator  of 
defects  which  may  still  exist  in  a  pipe¬ 
line,  even  though  it  otherwise  appears 
in  satisfactory  condition.  In  other 
words,  harmful  damage  to  a  pipeline 
occurring  since  it  was  last  tested 
which  might  not  be  discovered  by  in¬ 
vestigations  alone  probably  would  be 
detected  by  a  new  pressure  test.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  a  pressure  test  provides  a  valu¬ 
able  check  on  the  quality  of  repairs  or 
alterations  made  during  conversion. 

It  was  proposed  that  a  converted 
pipeline  be  allowed  12  months’  lead- 
time  to  meet  the  corrosion  control  re¬ 
quirements  of  I*art  195.  One  com¬ 
menter  said  that  12  months  is  not 
needed  because  the  time  available  be¬ 
tween  planning  and  completing  a  con¬ 
version  project  could  be  used  to  meet 
the  requirements.  While  this  may  be 
true  for  some  pipelines,  MTB  believes 
the  problems  involved  in  corrosion 
control  justify  providing  the  12-month 
period  for  compliance  as  a  general 
rule.  Also,  the  12-month  leadtime  is 
consistent  with  the  time  allowed  by 
§  195.242  for  installing  a  cathodic  pro¬ 
tection  system  on  newly  constructed 
pipelines. 

In  proposing  the  12  months’  lead- 
time.  Notice  77-3  did  not  discuss  how 
the  corrosion  (x>ntrol  requirements 
should  apply.  If  the  current  require¬ 
ments  were  applied,  a  converted  pipe¬ 
line  constructed  after  the  applicable 
date  in  §  195.402(d)  w^ould  have  to 
meet  the  corro.sion  control  require¬ 
ments  of  Subpart  D,  which  apply  to 
newly  installed  pipelines,  as  well  as 
the  applicable  corrosion  control  re- 
quirejnents  of  Subpart  F,  which  are 
binding  on  all  pipelines  subject  to  Part 
195.  Because  of  the  problems  of  coat¬ 
ing  and  cathodically  protecting  an  ex¬ 
isting  pipeline,  MTB  believes  that  it 
would  be  unreasonable  in  most  cases 
to  require  that  a  converted  pipeline 
meet  corrosion  control  requirements 
specifically  applicable  to  newly  in- 
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stalled  pipelines.  Thus,  for  purposes  of 
corrosion  control,  converted  lines 
should  for  the  most  part  be  treated 
similarly  to  pipelines  existing  when 
Part  195  was  adopted.  They  should 
only  be  required  to  meet  the  corrosion 
control  requirements  of  Subpart  F. 
However,  a  few  exceptions  should 
apply  to  this  rule.  Pipeline  segments 
which  are  replaced,  relocated,  or  sub¬ 
stantially  altered  during  the  conver¬ 
sion  of  an  existing  line  can  readily 
comply  with  requirements  applicable 
to  new  pipelines.  Also,  segments  which 
already  meet  these  requirements 
before  being  converted  to  liquid  ser¬ 
vice.  such  as  a  steel  pipeline  construct¬ 
ed  in  compliance  with  49  Cm  Part 
192,  should  be  required  to  maintain 
that  level  of  safety.  Of  course,  any 
new  segment  installed  in  conjunction 
with  a  converted  pipeline  must  meet 
the  corrosion  control  requirements 
governing  a  new  line  even  though  it  is 
part  of  an  overall  conversion  project. 
Accordingly,  a  new  §  195.5(b)  is  estab¬ 
lished  regarding  the  applicability  of 
the  corrosion  control  requirements  of 
Part  195  to  converted  pipelines. 

One  commenter  proposed  that  sec¬ 
tions  of  converted  pipelines  located 
near  road  crossings,  schools,  hospitals, 
other  buildings  of  public  assembly,  or 
populated  areas  should  be  required  to 
comply  with  the  current  burial  re¬ 
quirements  of  Part  195.  This  proposal 
was  not  adopted  because  in  MTB’s 
view  and  as  indicated  by  accident  re¬ 
ports  filed  under  Subpart  B  of  Part 
195,  the  cost  of  compliance  would 
overcome  any  possible  safety  advan¬ 
tages  to  be  gained. 

It  was  proposed  by  one  person  that 
any  segment  of  a  pipeline  with  a  leak 
clamp  be  replaced  to  eliminate  weak 
points  before  the  pipeline  is  converted. 
This  proposal  w^as  not  adopted  because 
a  properly  designed  and  installed  leak 
clamp  is  not,  by  itself,  an  indication  of 
a  weak  point  in  a  pipeline.  Further¬ 
more,  the  required  pressure  testing 
would  detect  any  faulty  leak  clamps. 
Under  the  conversion  procedures, 
clamps  of  insufficient  design  or  instal¬ 
lation  must  be  repaired  or  replaced 
before  the  pipeline  is  placed  in  service 
subject  to  Fart  195. . 

Commenting  on  a  provision  in 
§  195.500  in  the  Notice,  which  provided 
that  the  Secretary  must  grant  an  ap¬ 
proval  for  conversion  of  any  pipeline 
not  made  of  steel,  one  person  suggest¬ 
ed  that  State  agencies  be  authorized 
to  approve  the  conversion  of  intrastate 
pip>elines.  Despite  the  term  “approv¬ 
al.”  this  provision  was  not  intended  to 
establish  an  independent  case-by-case 
process  for  qualifying  the  conversion 
of  nonsteel  pipelines  to  service  subject 
to  Part  195.  It  merely  was  intended  to 
emphasize  that  the  proposed  conver¬ 
sion  procedures  were  not  applicable  to 
the  conversion  of  nonsteel  pipelines.  If 
uch  a  pipeline  does  not  meet  the 


design  and  construction  requirements 
of  Part  195,  the  carrier  involved  would 
have  to  obtain  from  the  Secretary  a 
waiver  from  compliance  with  any  re¬ 
quirements  which  are  not  met  before 
the  pipeline  may  be  legally  placed  in 
operation.  Since  Part  195  does  not  con¬ 
tain  any  general  provision  governing 
waivers,  it  does  not  appear  necessary 
to  include  such  a  provision  specifically 
for  the  conversion  of  nonsteel  pipe¬ 
lines.  The  provision  is  therefore  de¬ 
leted  from  the  final  rules.  Moreover, 
the  proposed  delegation  of  authority 
to  State  agencies,  whether  for  appro¬ 
vals  or  waivers,  appears  to  be  unautho¬ 
rized  under  applicable  laws. 

The  Notice  proposed  that  appropri¬ 
ate  visual  inspections  be  conducted  to 
determine  the  integrity  of  a  pipeline 
to  be  converted.  One  person  suggested 
that  visual  inspections  be  limited  to 
pipeline  sections  located  above  ground 
or  water  so  that  buried  lines  would  not 
have  to  be  uncovered  and  divers  would 
not  have  to  be  used.  This  proposal  was 
not  adopted  because,  indeed,  it  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  expose  pipelines  at  appropri¬ 
ate  locations  or  employ  divers  for  in¬ 
spections  in  order  to  assure  the  integ¬ 
rity  of  a  pipeline  being  converted. 

One  commenter  requested  that  the 
final  rules  be  changed  to  clarify  the 
concept  of  conversion.  This  request 
was  made  because  it  could  be  inferred 
from  §  195.502(a)  in  the  Notice  that  a 
carrier  would  have  to  carry  out  con¬ 
version  procedures  each  time  a  pipe¬ 
line  which  is  designed  and  built  to  al¬ 
ternately  carry  gas  and  oil  in  dual  ser¬ 
vice  is  changed  from  gas  to  oil  service. 
Noti^ithstanding  this  inference,  MTB 
did  not  intend  that  the  procedures  be 
mandatory  in  these  situations.  A  dual 
service  pipeline,  having  been  designed 
and  built  for  service  subject  to  Part 
195  or  which  qualifies  for  use  under 
Part  195  because  of  certain  “grandfa¬ 
ther”  provisions,  does  not  undergo 
“conversion”  within  the  meaning  of 
Notice  77-3.  MTB  believes  that  prob¬ 
lem  of  interpretation  is  corrected  in 
the  final  rules  where  it  is  clear  that 
the  conversion  procedures  only  apply 
at  the  time  an  existing  steel  pipeline  is 
readied  for  liquid  service  subject  to 
Part  195.  The  procedures  do  not  affect 
existing  dual  service  lines  which  either 
were  built  in  accordance  with  the 
design  and  construction  requirements 
of  Part  195  or  are  not  subject  to  those 
requirements  because  they  were  read¬ 
ied  for  service  Subject  to  Part  195 
before  the  applicable  effective  date  set 
forth  in  §  195.402(d).  Also,  under  the 
new  §  195.5,  a  carrier  may  convert  an 
existing  gas  line  to  dual  service. 

Principal  Authors: 

G.  L.  Mocharko.  L.  M.  Furrow,  and 
R.  L.  Beauregard. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  195  of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
low's.  effective  March  17,  1978. 


1.  Section  195.5  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  195.S  Conversion  to  service  subject  to 
this  part. 

(a)  A  steel  pipeline  previously  used 
in  service  not  subject  to  this  part 
qualifies  for  use  under  this  part  if  the 
carrier  prepares  and  follows  a  written 
procedure  to  accomplish  the  following: 

(1)  The  design,  construction,  oper¬ 
ation,  and  maintenance  history  of  the 
pipeline  must  be  reviewed  and,  where 
sufficient  historical  records  are  not 
available,  appropriate  tests  must  be 
performed  to  determine  if  the  pip>eline 
is  in  a  satisfactory  condition  for  safe 
operation. 

(2)  The  pipeline  right-of-way,  all 
aboveground  segments  of  the  pipeline, 
and  appropriately  selected  under- 
ETTound  segments  must  be  visually  in¬ 
spected  for  physical  defects  and  oper¬ 
ating  conditions  which  reasonably 
could  be  expected  to  impair  the 
strength  or  tightness  of  the  pipeline. 

(3)  All  known  unsafe  defects  and 
conditions  must  be  corrected  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  this  part. 

(4)  The  pipeline  must  be  tested  in 
accordance  with  the  Subpart  E  of  this 
part  to  substantiate  the  maximum  al¬ 
lowable  operating  pressure  permitted 
by  §  195.406. 

(b)  A  pipeline  which  qualifies  for  use 
under  this  section  need  not  comply 
with  the  corrosion  control  require¬ 
ments  of  this  part  until  12  months 
after  it  is  placed  in  service,  notwith¬ 
standing  any  earlier  deadlines  for  com¬ 
pliance.  In  addition  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Subpart  F  of  this  part,  the 
corrosion  control  requirements  of  Sub¬ 
part  D  apply  to  each  pipeline  which 
substantially  meets  those  require¬ 
ments  before  it  is  placed  in  service  or 
which  is  a  segment  that  is  replaced,  re¬ 
located,  or  substantially  altered. 

(c)  Each  carrier  must  keep  for  the 
life  of  the  pipeline  a  record  of  the  in¬ 
vestigations,  tests,  repairs,  replace¬ 
ments,  and  alterations  made  under  the 
requirements  of  paragrraph  (a)  of  this 
section. 

2.  Section  195.402(d)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  195.402  General  requireraenU. 

(d)  Except  as  provided  in  §  195.5,  no 
carrier  may  operate  any  part  of  a  pipe¬ 
line  system  upon  which  contruction 
was  begun  after  March  31.  1970,  or  in 
the  case  of  offshore  pipelines  located 
between  a  production  facility  and  a 
carrier’s  trunkline  reception  point, 
after  July  31.  1977.  unless  it  was  de¬ 
signed  and  constructed  as  required  by 
this  part. 

3.  The  table  of  sections  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  heading: 

Sec.  195.5  Conversion  to  service  subject  to 
this  part. 
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(Sec.  6,  Pub.  L.  89-670.  JBO  Stat.  437.  (49 
U.S.C.  1655:  18  U.S.C.  831-835);  49  CFR 
1.53.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  10,  1978. 

L.  D.  Santman, 
Acting  Director, 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 
[PR  Doc.  78-4302  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  ami 


[7035-01] 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

(Ex  Parte  No.  MC-lOO  (Sub-No.  2)1 

PART  1003— LIST  OF  FORMS 

SUBCHAPTER  B— PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURES 

PART  1130— APPLICATIONS  FOR  MOTOR 
CARRIER  CERTIFICATES  AND  PERMITS 

PART  1134— CONTROL  OR  CONSOLIDATION 
OF  MOTOR  CARRIERS  OR  THEIR  PROPERTIES 

Revision  of  Procedures  Requiring  Service  of 
Applications  on  State  Officials 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION:  Correction  of  final  regula¬ 
tions. 

SUMMARY:  Corrections  to  the  final 
regulations  published  on  January  26, 
1978,  (at  pages  3564-3565):  (1)  Change 
footnotes  numbered  3  and  4  to  num¬ 
bers  1  and  2  respectively.  (2)  Insert  the 
word  "written”  into  the  first  sentence 
of  revised  rule  1134.50  Application  for 
authority  to  acquire  control,  as  fol¬ 
lows:  ••  •  •  •  one  copy  shall  be  deliv¬ 
ered.  upon  written  request  •  •  •  ” 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Michael  Erenberg,  Assistant  Deputy 
Director,  Office  of  Proceedings,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20423,  202-275- 
7292. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr.. 
Acting  Secretary. 
IFR  Doc.  78-4328  Piled  2-15-78:  8.45  ami 


[7035-01] 

[Rcv.S.  O.  No.  12991 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

CONSOLIDATED  RAIL  CORP.  ORDERED  TO  DE- 
UVER  EMPTY  BOXCARS  TO  BOSTON  AND 
MAINE  CORP.,  ROBERT  W.  MESERVE  AND 
BENJAMIN  LACY,  TRUSTEES  (BM);  BM  OR¬ 
DERED  TO  DEUVER  EMPTY  BOXCARS  TO 
MAINE  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  CO. 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION:  Emergency  order  (Revised 
Service  Order  No.  1299). 


SUMMARY:  An  acute  shortage  of 
boxcars  for  transporting  shipments  of 
paper  exists  on  the  Maine  Central 
Railroad  Co.  There  is  a  very  large 
number  of  50-ft.  plain  boxcars  located 
on  the  lines  of  Consolidated  Rail  Corp. 
Revised  Service  Order  No.  1299  orders 
CR  to  deliver  to  the  Boston  and  Maine 
Corp.  a  weekly  total  of  50  empty  plain 
boxcars,  and  B&M  to  deliver  to  the 
Maine  Central  a  weekly  total  of  50 
empty  plain  boxcars. 

DATES:  Effective  February  12,  1978. 
Expires  February  26,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

C.  C.  Robinson,  Chief.  Utilization 
and  Distribution  Branch,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20423,  telephone  202-275- 
7840,  telex  89-2742. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Order  is  printed  in  full  below. 

At  a  Session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
the  10th  day  of  February,  1978. 

Upon  further  consideration  because 
severe  winter  storms  have  made  full 
compliance  with  all  its  provisions  im¬ 
possible.  Service  Order  No.  1299  is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

An  acute  shortage  of  boxcars  for 
transporting  shipments  of  paper  exists 
on  the  Maine  Central  Railroad  Co. 
(MeC),  in  spite  of  efforts  of  the  Car 
Service  Division  of  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads  to  expedite  the 
return  of  MeC  boxcars  to  that  line. 
The  Consolidated  Rail  Corp.  (CR),  by 
reason  of  its  location  and  traffic  flows, 
normally  has  between  28,000  and 
30,000  50-ft.  plain  boxcars  of  railroad 
ownership  and  approximately  2,200  or 
more  similar  cars  owmed  by  private  car 
companies  of  railroad  ownership  and 
control.  The  total  number  of  50-ft. 
plain  boxcars  is  in  exce.ss  of  twice  CR’s 
ownership  of  approximately  14,000 
such  cars.  Its  use  of  cars  owned  by 
other  railroads  and  of  railroad  con¬ 
trolled  private  cars  exceeds  CR’s  ov.ti- 
ership  of  50-ft.  cars. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  an 
emergency  exists  requiiing  redistribu¬ 
tion  of  a  portion  of  the  boxcars  locat¬ 
ed  on  CR  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
and  the  commerce  of  the  people.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Commission  finds  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  herein  are 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest,  and  that  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  order  effective 
upon  less  than  thirty  days’  notice. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

§  1033.1299  Revised  Service  Order  1299. 

(a)  Consolidated  Rail  Corp.  ordered 
to  deliver  empty  boxcars  to  Boston 
and  Maine  Corp.,  Robert  W.  Meserve 
and  Benjamin  Lacy,  trustees  (BM);  or¬ 
dered  to  deliver  empty  boxcars  to 


Maine  Central  Railroad  Co.  Each 
commpn  carrier  by  railroad  subject  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  shall  ob- 
serv’e,  enforce,  and  obey  the  following 
rules,  regulations,  and  practices  with 
respect  to  its  car  service: 

(1)  The  Consolidated  Rail  Corp. 
(CR)  shall  deliver  to  the  Boston  and 
Maine  Corp.,  Robert  W.  Meserve  and 
Benjamin  Lacy,  'Trustees  (BM),  a 
weekly  total  of  Ufty  (50)  empty  plain 
boxcars  listed  in  the  Official  Railway 
Equipment  Register,  ICC-RER  No.  406 
issued  by  the  W.  J.  Trezise,  or  succes¬ 
sive  issues  thereof,  as  having  mechani¬ 
cal  designation  “XM”  and  having 
inside  length  49-ft.  8-in.  and  less  than 
59-ft.  8-in.,  and  bearing  reporting 
marks  assigned  to  a  railroad  or  to  a 
railroad  controlled  private  car  compa¬ 
ny.  The  cars  delivered  by  CR  to  the 
BM  must  be  suitable  for  loading  with 
newsprint  paper,  the  BM  to  be  the 
judge, 

(2)  The  BM  shall  deliver  to  the 
Maine  Central  Railroad  Co.  (MeC)  a 
weekly  total  of  fifty  (50)  empty  plain 
boxcars  of  the  type  described  in  para¬ 
graph  ( 1 )  of  this  section.  The  cars  de¬ 
livered  by  the  BM  to  the  MeC  must  be 
suitable  for  loading  with  newsprint 
paper,  the  MeC  to  be  the  judge. 

(b)  This  order  shall  not  apply  to  cars 
of  Mexican  or  Canadian  ownership  or 
to  cars  subject  to  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  or  Association  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Railroads’  Orders  requiring  return 
of  cars  to  owners. 

(c)  The  rate  of  delivery  specified  in 
this  direction  shall  be  maintained 
within  weekly  periods  ending  each 
Sunday  at  11:59  p.m.,  so  that  at  the 
end  of  each  7  days  the  full  delivery  re¬ 
quired  for  that  period  shaU  have  been 
made. 

(d)  Cars  applied  under  this  direction 
shall  be  so  identified  on  empty  car 
cards,  movement  slips,  and  inter¬ 
change  records  as  moving  under  the 
provisions  of  this  direction, 

(e)  The  carriers  delivering  the  empty 
boxcars  as  described  above  must  advise 
Joel  E.  Burns,  Director,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.  20423  each 
Wednesday  as  to  the  number  of  cars, 
covered  by  this  direction,  delivered 
during  the  preceding  week,  ending 
each  Sunday  at  11:59  p.m. 

(f)  The  carriers  receiving  the  cars 
described  above  must  advise  Joel  E. 
Burns.  Director,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20423  each 
Wednesday  as  to  the  number  of  cars 
received  during  the  preceding  week, 
ending  each  Sunday  at  11:59  p.m. 

(g)  Regulations  suspended.  The  op¬ 
eration  of  all  rules  and  regulations,  in¬ 
sofar  as  they  conflict  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  direction,  is  hereby  sus¬ 
pended. 

(h)  Effective  date.  This  direction 
shall  become  effective  at  12:01  a.m., 
February  12,  1978. 
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(i)  Expiration  date.  This  direction 
shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  February  26, 
1978,  unless  otherwise  modified, 
changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  direction  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads, 
Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all 
railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  service 
and  car  hire  agreement  under  the 
terms  of  that  agreement;  and  that 
notice  of  this  direction  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  depositing  a  copy  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C..  and 
by  filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Ser¬ 
vice  Board,  members  Joel  E.  Bums, 
Robert  S.  Turkington  and  William  F. 
Sibbald.  Member  Joel  E.  Bums  not 
participating. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4326  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

TiH«  50 — Wildlife  end  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  FISH  AND  WILD¬ 
LIFE  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERI¬ 
OR 

PART  26— PUBLIC  ACCESS,  USE,  AND 
RECREATION 

Opening  of  Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Illinois,  to  Public  Access,  Use,  and 
Recreation 

AGENCY;  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Special  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  The  Director  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  opening  to  public 
access,  use,  and  recreation  of  Crab  Or¬ 
chard  National  Wildlife  Refuge  is 
compatible  with  the  objectives  for 
which  the  area  was  established,  and 
will  provide  additional  recreational  op¬ 
portunity  to  the  public. 

DATES:  February  16,  1978  through 
December  31,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Wayne  D.  Adams,  Project  Manager, 
P.O.  Box  J,  Carterville,  Ill.  62918, 
telephone  618-997-3344. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 

§  26.34  Special  Regulations;  public  access, 
use,  and  recreation;  for  individual  wild¬ 
life  refuge  areas. 

Public  access,  use  and  recreation  are 
permitted  on  the  Crab  Orchard  Na¬ 
tional  Refuge,  Illinois,  only  on  the 
areas  designated  by  signs  as  being 
open  to  public  access,  use,  and  recrea¬ 
tion.  The  areas  are  delineated  on  maps 


available  at  the  refuge  headquarters 
and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Director,  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Ser¬ 
vice,  Federal  Building,  Fort  Snelling, 
Twin  Cities,  Minn.  55111.  Public 
access,  use,  and  recreation  shall  be 
permitted  in  accordance  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  special  conditions: 

1.  Swimming  is  prohibited  in  the 
closed  portion  of  Crab  Orchard  Lake, 
marina  areas,  boat  docks,  boat  ramps, 
spillways,  dams,  and  causeways.  Swim¬ 
ming,  skin  diving,  snorkeling,  and 
scuba  diving  is  prohibited  in  Devils 
Kitchen  Lake,  except  at  the  Camp¬ 
ground  Beach. 

2.  All  personal  flotation  devices, 
except  those  wearable  devices  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  are 
prohibited  on  refuge  waters. 

3.  Foodstuffs,  drink  containers,  pets, 
and  fires  are  prohibited  at  designated 
beach  areas  and  on  the  rock  area  im¬ 
mediately  below  Crab  Orchard  Lake 
Spillway. 

4.  The  Carterville  Beach,  Lookout 
Point,  Crab  Orchard  Beach,  Playport 
Boat  Dock,  Sailboat  Basin,  Crab  Or¬ 
chard  Spillway  Parking  Lot  and  desig¬ 
nated  picnic  areas  are  closed  to  unau¬ 
thorized  use  from  9  p.m.  until  5  a.m.. 
local  time,  daily. 

5.  All  refuge  campgrounds  are  closed 
to  visitors  from  11  p.m.  until  7  a.m., 
local  time. 

6.  Quiet  shall  be  maintained  in  all 
refuge  campgrounds  between  10  p.m. 
and  6  a.m..  local  time. 

7.  The  use  of  boats  with  motor 
larger  than  ten  (10)  horsepower  is  pro¬ 
hibited  on  Devils  Kitchen  Lake  and 
Little  Grassy  Lake. 

8.  The  maximum  boat  speed  limit  on 
Crab  Orchard  Lake  is  40  miles  per 
hour,  unless  otherwise  posted. 

9.  Visitors  must  be  attired  appropri¬ 
ately  while  on  the  refuge.  Public 
nudity,  or  topless  attire  by  females  Is 
prohibited. 

10.  Camping,  defined  as  the  use  of 
tents,  bedrolls,  motorized  vehicles, 
trailers,  and  other  shelters  for  over¬ 
night  stays  for  the  purpose  of  sleep¬ 
ing.  is  prohibited  except  at  Devils 
Kitchen,  Little  Grassy,  Crab  Orchard 
Lake,  and  Crab  Orchard  Boat  and 
Yacht  Club  campgrounds. 

11.  All  visitors  must  c-^mply  with  all 
Illinois  State  laws  and  Administrative 
Orders. 

12.  Special  use  areas  in  Area  II  are 
regulated,  as  posted,  for  hours  of  use. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regralations  which 
govern  public  access,  use,  and  recrea¬ 
tions  on  wildlife  refuge  areas  generally 
which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50  Code  of 
Federal  Regulation,  Part  26.  The 
public  is  invited  to  offer  suggestions 
and  comments  at  any  time. 

Note.— The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
has  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 


under  Executive  Order  11949  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Gerald  H.  Updike, 
Acting  Project  Manager,  Crab 
Orchard  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  P.O.  Box  J,  Carterville, 

ni 

February  7, 1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4232  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

PART  32— UPLAND  GAME  HUNTING 

Opening  of  Crab  Orchard  Natianol  Wildlife 
Rafuge,  lllinait,  ta  Upland  Gama  Hunting 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTTION:  Special  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  The  Director  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  opening  to  upland 
game  hunting  of  Crab  Orchard  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge  is  compatible 
with  the  objectives  for  which  the  area 
was  established,  will  utilize  a  renew¬ 
able  natural  resource,  and  will  provide 
additional  recreational  opportunity  to 
the  public. 

DATES:  June  1,  1978,  through  March 
31,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Wayne  D.  Adams,  Project  Manager, 
P.O.  Box  J,  Carterville,  Ill.  62918, 
telephone  618-997-3344. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

§32.22  Special  regulations;  upland  game 
hunting  for  individual  wildlife  refuges. 

Upland  game  hunting  is  permitted 
on  the  Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Illinois,  only  on  the  areas  des¬ 
ignated  by  signs  as  being  open  to 
hunting.  The  areas  designated  as  Area 
I  and  III,  comprising  23,000  acres,  are 
delineated  on  maps  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters  and  from  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S. 
F^h  and  Wildlife  Service,  Department 
of  the  Interior,  Federal  Building,  Fort 
Snelling.  Twin  Cities,  Minn.  55111. 
Upland  game  hunting  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  of 
Illinois  regulations  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  condition: 

1.  Hunting  of  upland  game  is  proliibited 
from  sunrise  to  12:00  Noon  in  the  refuge 
controlled  goose  hunting  areas  during  the 
goose  hunting  season. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge 
areas  generally  which  are  set  forth  in 
Title  50  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  32.  The  public  is  invited  to  offer 
suggestions  and  comments  at  any 
time. 

Note. -The  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service 
has  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
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contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11949  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Gerald  H.  Updike, 
Acting  Project  Manager,  Crab 
Orchard  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  P.O.  Box  J,  Carterville, 
III 

February  7,  1978. 

IFR  Doc.  78-4233  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  amj 


[4310-55] 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Opening  of  Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  III.,  to  Sport  Fishing 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Special  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  The  Director  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  opening  to  sport  fish¬ 
ing  of  Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  is  compatible  with  the  objec¬ 
tives  for  which  the  area  was  estab¬ 
lished.  will  utilize  a  renewable  natural 
resource,  and  will  provide  additional 
recreational  opportunity  to  the  public. 

DATES:  January  1,  1978,  through  De¬ 
cember  31,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Wayne  D.  Adams,  Project  Manager, 
P.O.  Box  J.  Carterville,  Ill.  62918, 
telephone  618-997-3344. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  Ashing; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Sport  fishing  is  permitted  on  the 
Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Illinois,  only  on  the  areas  des¬ 
ignated  by  signs  as  being  open  to  fish¬ 
ing.  These  areas  comprising  8,800 
acres  are  delineated  on  maps  available 
at  the  refuge  headquarters  and  from 
the  office  of  the  Regional  Director, 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  Federal  Building, 
Fort  Snelling,  Twin  Cities,  Minn. 
55111.  Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  all  applicable  State  regula¬ 
tions  subject  to  the  following  special 
conditions: 

1.  The  open  season  for  sport  fishing 
on  the  refuge  extends  from  January  1, 
1978,  through  December  31,  1978,  in 
areas  designated  as  Areas  I  and  III; 
and  from  March  15,  1978,  through 
September  30,  1978,  daylight  hours 
only,  in  area  designated  as  Area  II; 
except  bank  fishing  is  permitted  from 
the  Wolf  Creek  Road  and  State  High¬ 
way  148  causeways,  during  daylight 
hours  from  January  1,  1978,  through 
December  31,  1978.  Boat  fishing  only 
is  permitted  from  Wolf  Creek  Road 
west  to  the  closed  portion  boundary 
line  from  January  1,  1978,  through  De¬ 
cember  31,  1978. 


2.  The  use  of  boats  and  motors  is 
permitted,  except  that  use  of  a  boat 
with  a  motor  larger  than  ten  (10) 
horsepower  is  prohibited  on  Devils 
Kitchen  and  Little  Grassy  Lakes. 

3.  Snagging  for  carp,  buffalo,  fresh¬ 
water  drum,  paddle  fish,  bowfin,  gar, 
and  carpsucker  is  permitted  from  the 
Crab  Orchard  Lake  Spillway  to  a  point 
200  yards  downstream. 

4.  Jug  fishing  in  Crab  Orchard  lake 
is  authorized  east  of  Wolf  Creek  Road 
from  March  15,  1978,  through  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1978,  during  daylight  hours 
only. 

Jug  fishing  in  Crab  Orchard  Lake 
west  of  Wolf  Creek  Road  to  the  closed 
area  buoy  line  is  authorized  from  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1978,  to  December  31,  1978. 

Jug  fishing  in  Crab  Orchard  Lake 
west  of  the  closed  area  buoy  line  is  au¬ 
thorized  from  January  1,  1978, 

through  December  31.  1978,  except  be¬ 
tween  May  30,  1978,  and  September  5. 
1978,  jug  fishing  is  permitted  from 
sunset  to  sunrise  only. 

5.  Floating  trot  lines  are  not  permit¬ 

ted  in  the  open  portion  of  the  refuge 
west  of  the  boundary  during  the  hours 
of  daylight  from  May  31,  1978, 

through  September  6,  1978. 

6.  Fishing  in  designated  ponds  in  the 
closed  portion  of  the  refuge  is  autho¬ 
rized  from  March  15,  1978,  through 
September  30,  1978,  during  daylight 
hours  only,  or  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Project  Manager. 

7.  The  minimum  legal  length  for 
Black  Bass  (Largemouth)  taken  from 
Crab  Orchard  Lake  is  14  inches  or 
35.56  centimeters. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
33,  and  are  effective  through  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1978. 

Gerald  H.  Updike, 
Acting  Project  Manager,  Crab 
Orchard  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  P.O.  Box  J,  Carterville, 
III 

February  7,  1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4231  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[3410  02] 

Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 
SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREEMENTS  AND 
ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGETABLES,  NUTS),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

[Navel  Orange  Reg.  431) 

PART  907— NAVEL  ORANGES  GROWN  IN  ARI- 
ZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART  OF  CALI- 
FORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  USDA. 


ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  estab¬ 
lishes  the  quantity  of  fresh  California- 
Arizona  navel  oranges  that  may  be 
shipped  to  market  during  the  period 
February  17-23,  1978.  Such  action  is 
needed  to  provide  for  orderly  market¬ 
ing  of  fresh  navel  oranges  for  this 
period  due  to  the  marketing  situation 
confronting  the  orange  industry. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  17, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Findings.  Pursuant  to  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  907),  reg¬ 
ulating  the  handling  of  navel  oranges 
grown  in  Arizona  and  designated  part 
of  California,  effective  under  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674), 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommen¬ 
dations  and  information  submitted  by 
the  Navel  Orange  Administrative 
Committee,  established  under  this 
marketing  order,  and  upon  other  in¬ 
formation,  it  is  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  handling  of  navel  oranges,  as 
hereafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act  by 
tending  to  establish  and  maintain  such 
orderly  marketing  conditions  for  such 
oranges  as  will  provide,  in  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  producers  and  consumers,  an 
orderly  flow  of  the  supply  thereof  to 
market  throughout  the  normal  mar¬ 
keting  season  to  avoid  unreasonable 
fluctuations  in  supplies  and  prices, 
and  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  maintain¬ 
ing  prices  to  farmers  above  the  level 
which  it  is  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  - 
Congress  to  establish  under  the  act. 

The  committee  met  on  February  14, 
1978  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  and  other  factors  affecting 
the  need  for  regulation  and  recom¬ 
mended  a  quantity  of  navel  oranges 
deemed  advisable  to  be  handled  during 
the  specified  week.  The  committee  re¬ 
ports  the  demand  for  navel  oranges  is 
satisfactory  and  prices  remain  good. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking  and  post¬ 
pone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insuffi¬ 
cient  time  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  became  available  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  and  the 
effective  date  necessary  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act.  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  were  given  an  opportuni¬ 
ty  to  submit  information  and  views  on 
the  regulation  at  an  open  meeting.  It 
is  necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these  reg¬ 
ulatory  provisions  effective  as  speci- 
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fied.  and  handlers  have  been  apprised 
of  such  provisions  and  the  effective 
time. 

§  907.731  Navel  Orange  Regulation  431. 

Order,  (a)  The  quantities  of  navel  or¬ 
anges  grown  in  Arizona  and  California 
w'hich  may  be  handled  during  the 
period  February  17.  1978,  through 
February  23,  1978,  are  established  as 
follows: 

(1)  District  1:  949,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2:  351,000  cartons: 

(3)  District  3:  unlimited  movement. 


(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  "han¬ 
dled”,  “District  1”.  “District  2”,  “Dis¬ 
trict  3”.  and  “carton”  mean  the  same 
as  defined  in  the  marketing  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended;  (7 
U.S.C.  601-764).) 

Dated:  February  14.  1978. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4497  Piled  2-15  78:  11:11  ami 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices  is  to 
give  interesled  persons  on  opportunity  to  participote  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  finol  rules. 


[3410-02] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agriculhrrol  Marketing  Service 
(7  CFR  Part  945] 

[Docket  No.  AO-150-A4] 

POTATOES  GROWN  IN  IDAHO-MALHEUR 
COUNTY,  OREG. 

Termination  of  Proposed  Amendment 
Proceedings  AO-150-A4 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION;  Termination. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  termi¬ 
nates  proceedings  with  respect  to  a 
proposed  Amendment  No.  4  to  the 
marketing  order  proerram  because  it 
was  not  favored  by  the  required  two- 
thirds  majority  of  growers  voting  in 
the  referendum.  The  amendment  had 
been  requested  by  the  Idaho-Eastern 
Oregon  Potato  Committee,  which  ad¬ 
ministers  the  order  locally  for  USDA. 
The  proposal  was  to  revise  the  autho¬ 
rized  operating  reserve  and  change  the 
committee  composition  and  term  of 
office. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  16- 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20250,  telephone  202-447- 
6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Prior  documents  in  this  proceeding: 

Notice  of  Hearing— Issued  April  8, 
1977:  published  April  12,  1977  (42  FR 
19148)  with  a  minor  correction  on 
April  20  (42  FR  20476). 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision- 
Issued  November  9,  1977;  published 
November  14,  1977  (42  FR  58951). 

Final  Decision— Issued  December  30, 
1977:  published  January  6,  1978  (43 
FR  1096). 

Prei-iminary  Statement 

A  public  hearing  was  held  upon  pro¬ 
posed  further  amendment  of  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  945,  as  amended  (7  CFR 
Part  945),  (hereinafter  referred  to  col¬ 
lectively  as  the  “order”)  regulating  the 


handling  of  Irish  potatoes  grown  in 
Idaho  and  Malheur  County,  Oreg.  The 
hearing  was  held  at  Pocatello,  Idaho, 
on  April  28,  1977,  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  (7  CFR  Part  900). 

The  recommended  decision  of  the 
Deputy  Administrator,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  was  issued  on  No¬ 
vember  9,  1977  (42  FR  58951).  On  De¬ 
cember  30,  1977  (43  FR  1096)  the  final 
decision  of  the  Deputy  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  was  issued,  and  directed  that  a 
referendum  be  conducted  among  pro¬ 
ducers  in  the  production  area  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  required  percentage 
of  producers  favored  issuance  of  the 
proposed  amendment. 

It  is  hereby  determined  on  the  basis 
of  the  referendum,  conducted  January 
13-23,  1978,  that  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  failed  to  get  the  required  two- 
thirds  favorable  producer  vote  and 
therefore  the  proposed  amendment  to 
the  order  and  agreement  should  not 
be  made  effective. 

Accordingly,  the  proceedings  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  amendment 
are  hereby  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  10,  1978. 

Jerry  C.  Hill, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4339  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[3410-C2] 

[7  CFR  Part  989] 

RAISINS  PRODUCED  FROM  GRAPES  GROWN 
IN  CALIFORNIA 

Propoted  Amendment  of  Subpart — Quality 
Control  Estoblith.nent  of  Grade  Standards 
for  Monukko  Raisins 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  invites  written  comments 
on  the  establishment  of  gx-ading  re¬ 
quirements  for  natural  condition  and 
packed  Monukka  raisins  under  the 
Federal  marketing  order  for  California 
raisins.  The  proposed  grade  standards 
were  recommended  by  the  Raisin  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Committee  to  standardize 
the  quality  of  Monukka  raisins. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
prior  to  March  10,  1978.  Proposed  ef¬ 


fective  dates:  Grading  requirements 
for  natural  condition  Monukka  rai¬ 
sins— August  1,  1978;  grading  require¬ 
ments  for  packed  Monukka  raisins— 
December  1,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Room 
1077,  South  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250.  Two  copies  of  all  written 
comments  should  be  submitted,  and 
they  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  during  regular  business  hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  proposal  is  to  amend  §§  989.701 
and  989.702  of  Subpart— Quality  Con¬ 
trol  (7  CFR  989.701-989.702;  42  FR 
52374).  This  subpart  is  pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended, 
and  Order  No.  989,  as  amended  (7  CFR 
Part  989;  42  FR  37200),  regulating  the 
handling  of  raisins  produced  from 
grapes  grown  in  California  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to  collectively  as  the 
"order”).  The  order  is  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  The  Raisin  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee  is  the  agency  established  under 
the  order  to  administer  its  terms  and 
provisions. 

The  minimum  grade  and  condition 
standards  proposed  for  natural  condi¬ 
tion  Monukka  raisins  are  the  same  as 
those  currently  effective  for  Natural 
(sun-dried)  Seedless  raisins  in  Catego¬ 
ry  A  of  §989.701.  The  proposed  mini¬ 
mum  grade  standards  for  packed  Mon¬ 
ukka  raisins  are  the  same  as  those  in 
§  989.702  for  Natural  (sun-dried)  Seed¬ 
less  raisins  except  the  allowance  for 
moisture  is  19  percent  rather  than  18 
percent.  This  is  becaa.se  Monukka  rai¬ 
sins  are  thin-skinned  and  absorb  mois¬ 
ture  more  easily  than  Natural  (sun- 
dried)  Seedless  raisins. 

The  proposal  is  as  follows: 

1.  Section  §939  701  of  Subpart— 
Quality  Control  is  a.—ended  by  adding 
a  new  category  "(g)  Monukka  Raisins” 
reading  as  follows: 

§  989.701  Minimum  grade  and  condition 
standard.s  for  natural  condition  raisins. 

G  •  •  •  • 

(g)  Monukka  raisins.- Natural  con¬ 
dition  Monukka  raisin.s  shall  meet  the 
requirements  set  forth  for  natural 
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condition  Natural  (sun-dried)  Seedless 
raisins  in  Category  A  of  this  section. 

2.  Section  989.702.  Minimum  stan¬ 
dards  for  packed  raisins,  of  Subpart— 
Quality  Control,  is  amended  by  insert¬ 
ing  the  following  sentence  immediate¬ 
ly  before  the  last  sentence  reading  as 
follows: 

§  9S9.702  Minimum  standards  for  packed 
raisins. 

•  •  •  (e)  With  respect  to  Monukka 
raisins,  the  requirements  for  Natural 
(sun-dried)  Seedless  raisins  set  forth  in 
this  section,  except  that  the  allowance 
for  moisture  shall  be  19  percent  rather 
than  18  percent. 

Dated:  February  10,  1978. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division. 

(PR  Doc.  78-4249  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[3128-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
[lOCFR  Port  218] 

INTERNATIONAL  OIL  AUOCATION 
Proposed  Rulemaking 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Energy. 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration. 

ACrriON:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  The  proposed  regulation, 
authorized  by  section  251  of  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act, 
would  establish  a  new  Part  218  to 
enable  the  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  to  implement  the  obligations  of 
the  United  States  under  Chapters  III 
and  IV  of  the  Agreement  on  an  Inter¬ 
national  Energy  Program  during  a 
severe  international  energy  supply  in¬ 
terruption.  The  proposed  regulation 
provides  for  the  international  alloca¬ 
tion  of  oil  through  issuance  of  supply 
orders  by  the  DOE  to  persons  subject 
to  U.S.  jurisdiction  who  are  engaged  in 
producing,  transporting,  refining,  dis¬ 
tributing,  or  storing  petroleum.  Oil 
covered  by  supply  orders  would  be 
subject  to  a  maximum  allowable  price 
established  in  accordance  v/ith  a  for¬ 
mula  that  includes  acquisition  cost, 
transportation  costs  and  an  additional 
amount  of  $0.25  per  barrel.  The  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  provides  a  mecha¬ 
nism  to  disallow  excess  oil  acquisition 
cost  and  transportation  costs.  Supply 
orders  would  not  be  issued  unless  the 
voluntary  international  allocation  of 
oil  contemplated  by  the  International 
Energy  Program  w  as  no  longer  an  ade¬ 
quate  response  to  the  supply  interrup¬ 
tion. 

Section  251(bKl)  of  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  provides 


that  the  final  version  of  this  proposed 
regulation  cannot  take  effect  until  the 
President— 

(1)  Has  transmitted  such  rule  to 
Congress: 

(2)  Has  found  that  putting  such  rule 
into  effect  is  required  in  order  to  ful¬ 
fill  obligations  of  the  United  States 
under  the  International  Energy  Pro¬ 
gram;  and 

(3)  Has  transmitted  such  finding  to 
the  Congress,  together  with  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  effective  date  and  manner 
for  exercise  of  such  rule. 

DATES:  Comments  by  March  21,  1978, 
4:30  p.m.  Requests  to  speak  by  March 
6,  1978,  9:30  a.m.  Hearing  date:  March 
30,  1978,  9:30  a.m. 

ADDRESS:  All  comments  to:  Public 
Hearing  Management,  Room  2313,  De¬ 
partment  of  Energy,  Box  RV,  2000  M 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20461. 

Requests  to  Speak 

Attention:  Public  Hearing  Manage¬ 
ment.  Room  2313,  Department  of 
Energy,  Box  RV,  2000  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C,  20461. 

Hearing  Location 

2000  M  Street  NW.,  Room  2105, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Robert  C.  Gillette,  Hearing  Proce¬ 
dures,  Economic  Regulatory  Admin¬ 
istration,  2000  M  Street  NW.,  Room 
2222A.  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  202- 
254-5201. 

James  Morris,  Office  of  Internation¬ 
al  Affairs,  2000  M  Street  NW.,  Room 
2104,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  202- 
254-5920. 

Gerald  P.  Emmer,  Office  of  Regula¬ 
tions  and  Emergency  Planning,  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulatory  Administration, 
2000  M  Street  NW.,  Room  2304, 
Washington.  D.C.  20461,  202-254- 
7200. 

Martin  S.  Kaufman  or  Robert  C. 
Goodwin,  Jr.,  Office  of  General 
Counsel.  12  th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Room  5116,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20461,  202-566-9380. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION. 

I.  Background. 

II.  Discussion. 

1.  Operative  Provisions. 

2.  Procedural  and  Enforcement  FTovi- 
sioas. 

III.  Specific  Comments  Requested. 

IV.  Comment  Procedures. 

I.  Background 

In  November,  1974,  the  United 
States  and  18  other  nations  entered 
into  the  Agreement  on  an  Internation¬ 
al  Energy  Program  (lEP)  (TIAS  8278) 
which  provides  a  mechanism  for  the 
equitable  international  allocation  of 
oil  in  case  of  a  severe  supply  interrup¬ 


tion.  The  international  oil  allocation 
system  Is  administered  by  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Energy  Agency  (lEA). 

Under  the  lEP,  each  member  coim- 
try  has  agreed  to  maintain  a  reserve 
stockpile  of  oil  for  use  during  a  supply 
interruption  and  has  also  agreed  to  in¬ 
stitute  demand  restraint  measures  to 
limit  consumption  during  an  interrup¬ 
tion.  If  an  interruption  does  occur, 
each  member  country  would  submit  to 
the  lEA  an  estimate  of  supplies  avail¬ 
able  during  the  allocation  period.  The 
lEA  would  then  calculate  the  share  of 
the  total  available  supplies  which  each 
lEA  member  is  allocated  in  accordance 
with  the  historic  oil  consumption  of 
each  country.  A  member  country  with 
oil  supplies  in  excess  of  its  fair  share, 
as  determined  by  the  lEA,  would  have 
an  allocation  obligation  to  release 
some  of  its  oil  supplies  to  other  lEA 
member  countries  with  oil  supplies 
less  than  their  fair  share.  Under  the 
lEP,  the  distribution  of  oil  would  be 
accomplished  primarily  by  the  31  re¬ 
porting  companies,  which  generally 
are  major  international  or  national  oil 
companies,  under  the  direction  of  the 
lEA. 

In  a  severe  energy  supply  emergen¬ 
cy,  the  emergency  allocation  system  of 
the  lEP  would  be  implemented  in 
three  phases.  In  Phase  I,  the  lEA 
would  determine  each  participating 
nation’s  allocation  right  or  allocation 
obligation.  These  oil  supply  require¬ 
ments  would  be  satisfied  on  a  volun¬ 
tary  basis  by  each  of  the  31  lEA  re¬ 
porting  companies  (who  collectively 
account  for  approximately  90  percent 
of  world  oil  movement)  through  ap¬ 
propriate  redirection  of  oil  within  its 
own  supply  and  distribution  system. 
Phase  II  relies  on  voluntary  offers  by 
oil  companies  to  redirect  oil  shipments 
through  transactions  with  other  com¬ 
panies.  The  inter-company  offers  to 
sell  or  buy  would  be  coordinated  by 
the  Industry  Supply  Advisory  Group, 
which  operates  under  the  direction 
and  supervision  of  the  lEA. 

The  regulation  being  proposed  is  ap¬ 
plicable  to  Phase  III,  which  would  be 
activated  if  voluntary  transactions 
proved  to  be  an  inadequate  means  of 
satisfying  allocation  rights  or  obliga¬ 
tions.  In  this  phase,  transactions  nec¬ 
essary  to  fulfill  allocation  rights  or  ob¬ 
ligations  would  b'  accomplished- 
through  directives  issued  by  partici¬ 
pating  countries  to  companies  within 
their  jurisdiction.  This  proposed  regu¬ 
lation  is  the  mechanism  by  which  the 
United  States  would  order  internation¬ 
al  oil  allocation  by  lEA  reporting  com¬ 
panies  or  other  persons  within  its  ju¬ 
risdiction. 

Section  251  of  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  (EPCA)  (Pub.  L.  94- 
163),  enacted  on  December  22,  1975, 
authorizes  the  promulgation  of  a  rule 
that  will  enable  the  United  States  to 
fulfill  its  obligations  relating  to  the  in- 
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ternational  allocation  of  oil  during 
Phase  III  as  established  in  Chapters 
III  and  IV  of  the  lEP.  The  regulation 
being  proposed  would  be  the  vehicle 
by  which  the  United  States  would 
meet  those  obligations.  Under  the 
EPCA,  these  regulations  can  only  be 
implemented  after  a  Presidential  find¬ 
ing  that  the  rule  is  required  to  fulfill 
U.S.  obligations  under  the  lEP. 

In  accordance  with  section  251  of 
the  EPCA,  the  proposed  rule  would 
apply  to  any  person  engaged  in  pro¬ 
ducing,  transporting,  refining,  distrib¬ 
uting  or  storing  oil  and  who  also  is 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States.  “Person”  is  defined,  as 
it  is  in  other  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  regulations,  to  include,  inter 
alia,  individuals,  companies  and  gov¬ 
ernment  bodies.  “Oil”  would  be  de¬ 
fined  to  mean  crude  oil,  residual  fuel 
oil  or  any  refined  petroleum  product 
(including  any  natural  gas  liquid  and 
any  natural  gas  liquid  product).  The 
regulations  would  apply  to  any  oil 
owned  or  controlled  by  persons  subject 
to  the  rule,  including  any  oil  destined, 
directly  or  indirectly,  for  import  into 
the  United  States  or  any  foreign  coun¬ 
try,  or  produced  in  the  United  States. 

II.  Discussion 
I.  OPERATIVE  provisions 

There  are  three  operative  aspects  of 
the  proposed  regulation:  (i)  Supply 
orders,  (ii)  price  rule,  and  (iii)  orders 
disallowing  excess  oil  acquisition  or 
transportation  costs. 

Supply  orders.  The  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  would  operate  through  DOE’s  is¬ 
suance  of  supply  orders.  A  supply 
order  would  specify  the  action  to  be 
taken  by  the  person  to  whom  it  is 
issued.  The  proposed  regulation  estab¬ 
lishes  a  method  for  determining  the 
maximum  allowable  price  at  which  the 
oil  covered  by  the  supply  order  could 
be  sold.  It  is  anticipated  that  supply 
orders  would  be  issued  primarily  for 
the  purpose  of  changing  the  destina¬ 
tion  or  purchaser  of  oil  within  the  ju¬ 
risdiction  of  the  United  States  in  tran¬ 
sit  to  the  United  States  or  a  foreign 
country.  The  language  in  section  251 
of  the  EPCA  and  of  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulation  is  sufficiently  broad,  however, 
to  permit  the  issuance  of  supply 
orders  to  accomplish  international  oil 
allocation  in  other  ways. 

Section  218.10(c)  of  the  proposed 
regulation  provides  that  a  person 
issued  a  supply  order  would  not  be  re¬ 
quired  to  sell,  exchange  or  otherwise 
provide  the  oil  specified  in  the  order 
unless  the  person  to  whom  the  oil  is  to 
be  supplied  agrees  in  advance  to 
submit  any  dispute  to  a  mutually  ac¬ 
ceptable  arbitration  or  other  dispute 
settlement  procedure. 

Price  rules.  The  DOE  anticipates 
that  the  prices  charged  for  oil  pro¬ 
vided  under  a  supply  order  would  be 


the  result  of  negotiations  between  the 
parties.  The  price  rules  proposed, 
therefore,  would  set  an  outer  bound¬ 
ary  for  prices  through  establishment 
of  a  “maximum  allowable  price.”  This 
price  is  composed  of  the  acquisition 
cost  of  the  oil  that  is  the  subject  of  a 
supply  order,  transportation  costs,  and 
an  additional  amount  of  $0.25  per 
barrel.  This  latter  figure  is  DOE’s  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  approximate  gross  profit 
margin  in  normal  international 
market  transactions.  In  addition  to 
the  requirements  of  section  251,  an¬ 
other  objective  of  the  price  rule  is  sat¬ 
isfaction  of  Article  10,  Chapter  III  of 
the  lEP,  which  provides  that  the  price 
of  oil  during  an  energy  supply  inter¬ 
ruption  is  to  be  based  on  price  condi¬ 
tions  prevailing  for  comparable  com¬ 
mercial  transactions. 

The  regulation  would  define  acquisi¬ 
tion  cost  as  the  per  barrel  FOB  price 
paid  to  a  producing  country  or  other 
person  at  the  point  of  initial  loading, 
net  of  the  value  of  any  rebates  and 
discounts.  For  these  purposes,  credit 
terms  would  be  presumed  to  be  60 
days,  calculated  from  the  initial  date 
of  loading.  Under  the  price  rule  de¬ 
scribed  above,  the  $0.25  additional 
amount  would  be  added  only  to  the 
initial  acquisition  cost,  not  to  the  price 
of  each  intermediate  sale. 

In  lieu  of  the  system  described 
above,  the  regulation  also  allows  the 
DOE  to  specify  the  price  at  which  the 
oil  is  to  be  provided  in  the  supply 
order.  Utilization  of  this  authority 
might  be  appropriate  if  petroleum 
products,  rather  than  crude  oil,  were 
the  subject  of  the  supply  order. 

Order  disallowing  excess  costs.  The 
DOE  recognizes  that  during  a  severe 
energy  supply  interruption,  the  acqui¬ 
sition  cost  of  oil  may  escalate.  In  gen¬ 
eral,  increased  acquisition  costs  w'ould 
be  an  acceptable  part  of  the  maximum 
allowable  price.  To  ensure,  however, 
that  abnormal  profits  are  not  included 
in  acquisition  costs,  DOE  would  moni¬ 
tor  these  costs  and,  in  certain  circum¬ 
stances,  would  take  action  to  disallow 
that  portion  of  the  acquisition  cost 
that  is  attributable  to  profiteering. 
The  mechanism  propo.sed  would  uti¬ 
lize  a  system  similar  to  that  now  em¬ 
ployed  by  DOE  for  reviewing  the  cost 
of  imported  oil  in  sales  between  affili¬ 
ates  (10  CFR  212.84— “Transfer  pric¬ 
ing”)  and  the  information  presently 
gathered  for  the  transfer  pricing  pro¬ 
gram. 

Similarly,  transportation  costs  would 
be  reviewed  and,  if  found  to  be  exces¬ 
sive,  disallowed  by  the  DOE.  The 
mechanism  employed  to  make  that  de¬ 
termination  adopts  and  incorporates 
the  transportation  cost  calculation 
method  currently  stated  in  §  212.85(d) 
(AFRA/Lcndon  Tanker  Broker’s  aver¬ 
age  freight  rate  assessment). 

Under  the  proposed  regulations, 
DOE  may  determine  that  an  excess 


transportation  cost  and  oil  acquisition 
cost  is  a  violation  of  the  regulation  or 
of  a  supply  order.  Remedial  action 
could  be  initiated  through  issuance  of 
a  Notice  of  Probable  Violation  or,  if 
warranted,  issuance  of  an  Interim  Re¬ 
medial  Order  for  Immediate  Compli¬ 
ance.  Subpart  D  of  Part  218  incorpo¬ 
rates  certain  of  the  violation  and  re¬ 
medial  order  procedures  currently 
stated  in  Subpart  0  of  10  CFR  Part 
205. 

2.  Procedural  and  Enjorcement  Pro¬ 
visions.  Both  a  supply  order  and  a  re¬ 
medial  order  could  be  modified  or  re¬ 
scinded.  The  proposed  regulation  in¬ 
corporates  a  num^r  of  the  procedures 
currently  in  10  (JPR  Part  205,  includ¬ 
ing  interpretation,  stay,  modification 
or  recission,  and  remedial  orders.  The 
proposed  regulation  also  provides  for 
the  issuance  of  interim  remedial 
orders  for  immediate  compliance  to 
deal  with  situations  in  which  immedi¬ 
ate  enforcement  action  is  needed. 
Such  interim  remedial  orders  for  im¬ 
mediate  compliance  would  be  final 
orders  of  DOE  of  which  judicial  review 
could  be  sought. 

Section  218.42,  as  proposed,  incorpo¬ 
rates  the  criminal  and  civil  sanctions 
made  specifically  applicable  to  section 
251  rules  by  sections  524  and  525  of 
the  EPCA.  There  would  be  a  civil  pen¬ 
alty  of  $5,000  for  each  violation  of 
Part  218  or  any  order  issued  thereun¬ 
der,  with  fines  of  up  to  $10,000  for 
each  willful  violation  of  Part  218  or 
any  order  issued  thereunder. 

Sections  218.40,  218.41,  and  218.43, 
regarding  investgations,  violations  and 
injunctions  parallel  the  language  of  10 
CFR  205.201,  205.202  and  205.204,  re¬ 
spectively. 

III.  Specific  Comment  Requested 

In  addition  to  comments  requested 
generally  in  Section  IV  of  this  pream¬ 
ble,  you  are  requested  to  comment  on 
the  following  matters: 

Resolution  of  Disputes.  Is  the  proce¬ 
dure  proposed,  including  the  require¬ 
ment  that  there  be  agreement  to  a  dis¬ 
pute  settlement  procedure  prior  to  de¬ 
livery  under  a  supply  order,  an  ade¬ 
quate  and  practicable  means  to  resolve 
di.sputes?  Are  there  alternative  ap¬ 
proaches  which  would  be  preferable? 

Disallowance  Orders.  Will  a  disal¬ 
lowance  order  accomplish  the  intend¬ 
ed  purpose  of  restraining  profiteering? 
Do  the  procedures  prescr.bed  provide 
an  adequate  mechanism  to  accomplish 
that  objective?  If  not,  what  are  the  al¬ 
ternatives? 

Interim  Remedial  Orders  for  Imme¬ 
diate  Compliance.  Does  the  procedure 
provided  afford  an  expeditious  and 
equitable  method  for  compelling  com¬ 
pliance  in  situations  where  quick  reso¬ 
lution  of  disputes  or  controversies  is 
deemed  necessary? 

Price  Rule.  You  are  specifically  re¬ 
quested  to  comment  on  the  proposed 
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price  rule,  (a)  as  to  the  $0.25  per  barrel 
additional  amount  allowed  above  the 
acquisition  cost  and  transportation 
cost;  (b)  whether  any  additional  costs 
should  be  allowed  to  be  passed 
through  by  the  person  supplying  the 
oil;  and  (c)  as  to  other  practicable 
methods  of  ensuring  that  prices  are 
not  artifically  inflated  by  intermediate 
transactions. 

IV.  Comment  Procedures 

A.  WRITTEN  COMMENTS 

You  are  invited  to  participate  in  this 
rulemaking  by  submitting  data,  views 
or  arguments  with  respect  to  the 
issues  set  forth  in,  or  raised  by,  this 
notice.  Comments  should  be  identified 
on  the  outside  envelope  and  on  docu¬ 
ments  submitted  with  the  designation 
“International  Oil  Allocation”.  Fifteen 
copies  should  be  submitted.  All  com¬ 
ments  received  by  DOE  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  in  the  DOE 
Reading  Room,  Room  2107,  Federal 
Building,  12th  &  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  between  the 
hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4;30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

If  you  consider  information  or  data 
to  be  confidential  you  must  so  iden¬ 
tify  it  and  submit  it  in  writing,  one 
copy  only.  We  reserve  the  right  to  de¬ 
termine  the  confidential  status  of  the 
information  or  data  and  to  treat  it  ac¬ 
cording  to  our  determination. 

B.  PUBLIC  HEARING 

1.  Request  Procedure.  The  time  and 
place  for  the  hearing  are  indicated  in 
the  “DATES”  section  of  this  notice.  If 
necessary  to  hear  all  testimony,  the 
hearing  will  be  continued  at  9:30  a.m. 
of  the  next  business  day  following  the 
first  day  of  the  hearing. 

You  may  make  a  written  request  for 
an  opportunity  to  make  an  oral  pre¬ 
sentation  at  the  hearing.  You  should 
be  prepared  to  describe  the  interest 
concerned,  if  appropriate  to  state  why 
you  are  a  proper  representative  of  a 
group  or  class  of  persons  that  has  such 
an  interest,  and  to  give  a  concise  sum¬ 
mary  of  your  proposed  oral  presenta¬ 
tion  and  a  phone  number  where  you 
may  be  contacted  until  the  day  before 
the  hearing. 

If  you  are  selected  to  be  heard  you 
will  be  so  notified  by  the  DOE  one 
week  prior  to  the  hearing  and  you 
must  bring  100  copies  of  your  state¬ 
ment  to  the  location  of  the  hearing  on 
the  day  testimony  is  presented. 

2.  Conduct  of  the  Hearing.  We  re¬ 
serve  the  right  to  select  the  persons  to 
be  heard  at  these  hearings,  to  sched¬ 
ule  their  respective  presentations,  and 
to  establish  the  procedures  governing 
the  conduct  of  the  hearings.  The 
length  of  each  presentation  may  be 
limited,  based  on  the  number  of  per¬ 
sons  requesting  to  be  heard. 

A  DOE  official  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  the  hearing.  This  will  not  be 


a  judicial  or  evidentiary  hearing. 
Questions  may  be  asked  only  by  those 
conducting  the  hearings,  and  there 
will  be  no  cross-examination  of  per¬ 
sons  presenting  statements.  At  the 
conclusion  of  all  initial  oral  state¬ 
ments,  each  person  who  has  made  an 
oral  statement  may,  if  time  permits,  be 
given  the  opportunity,  if  he  or  she  so 
desires,  to  make  a  rebuttal  statement. 
The  rebuttal  statements  will  be  given 
in  the  order  in  which  the  initial  state¬ 
ments  were  made  and  will  be  subject 
to  time  limitations. 

You  may  submit  questions  to  be 
asked  of  any  person  masking  a  state¬ 
ment  at  the  hearing.  Such  questions 
must  be  submitted  to  the  address  indi¬ 
cated  above  for  requests  to  speak 
three  days  prior  to  the  hearing.  If  you 
wish  to  have  a  question  asked  at  the 
hearing  you  may  submit  the  question, 
in  writing,  to  the  presiding  officer. 
The  presiding  officer,  if  the  question 
is  submitted  at  the  hearing,  will  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  question  is  relevant, 
and  whether  time  limitations  permit  it 
to  be  posed. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  a  hearing 
will  be  announced  by  the  presiding  of¬ 
ficer. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearing  will  be 
made  and  the  entire  record  of  the 
hearing,  including  the  transcript,  will 
be  retained  by  the  DOE  and  made 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Office,  Room 
2107,  Federal  Building.  12th  &  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Avenue  NW..  Washington. 
D.C.,  between  the  hours  of  8  and  4:30 
p.m.,  Monday  through  FYiday.  Copies 
of  the  transcript  of  the  hearing  may 
be  purchased  from  the  reporter. 

In  the  event  that  it  becomes  neces¬ 
sary  for  us  to  cancel  a  hearing,  we  will 
make  every  effort  to  publish  advance 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  such 
cancellation.  Moreover,  we  will  notify 
all  persons  scheduled  to  testify  at  the 
hearing  of  the  cancellation.  However, 
it  is  not  possible  for  us  to  give  actual 
notice  of  cancellations  or  changes  to 
persons  not  identified  as  participants. 
Accordingly,  if  you  plan  to  attend  the 
hearing  you  should  contact  DOE  on 
the  last  working  day  preceding  the 
date  of  the  hearing  to  confirm  that  it 
will  be  held  as  scheduled. 

As  required  by  section  7(c)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of 
1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275,  a  copy  of  this 
notice  has  been  submitted  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  for  his  comments  con¬ 
cerning  the  impact  of  this  proposal  on 
the  quality  of  the  environment.  The 
Administrator  had  no  comment  on 
this  proposal. 

Note.— We  have  determined  that  this  pro¬ 
posed  rule  does  not  constitute  a  major  pro¬ 
posal  requiring  preparation  of  an  Inflation¬ 
ary  Impact  Statement  under  Executive 
Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 


(Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974. 
Pub.  L.  93-275,  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  94-385: 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act.  Pub.  L. 
94-163,  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  94-385;  E.O. 
11790,  39  PR  23183;  Department  of  Energy 
Organization  Act.  Pub.  L.  95-91;  E.O.  12009, 
42  PR  46267.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  10,  70941978. 

David  J.  Bardin, 
Administrator,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration. 

Part  218  is  added  to  Title  10.  Chap¬ 
ter  II  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions.  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  218— INTERNATIONAL  Oil  ALLOCATION 

Subpart  A — Ganarot  frevitian* 

Sec. 

218.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

218.2  Definitions. 

Swbpart  8— Allocation  Rtrfo  ong  Supply  Ordort 

218.10  Rule. 

218.11  Supply  orders. 

Sobport  C — Prico  Roto 

218.20  Purpose  and  scope. 

218.21  Rule. 

218.22  Maximum  allowable  price. 

218.23  Disallowance  of  excess  costs. 

Subpart  D — Procoguro* 

218.30  Purpose  and  scope. 

218  31  Incorporated  Procedures. 

218.32  Addresses. 

218.33  Violations. 

218.34  Appeals  of  denials  of  modifications 
or  rescissions. 

Subpart  E — Invottigationt,  Violation*,  Sanction*  ong 
Jugiciol  Action* 

218.40  Investigations. 

218.41  Violations. 

218.42  Sanctions. 

218.43  Injunctions. 

Subpart  A — Gonoral  Provitions 

§218.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

(a)  This  part  implements  section  251 
of  the  Energy  Policy  and  Conservation 
Act  (Pub.  L.  94-163)  (42  U.S.C.  6271), 
which  authorizes  the  President  to  take 
such  action  as  he  determines  to  be 
necessary  for  performance  of  the  obli¬ 
gations  of  the  United  States  under 
Chapter  III  and  IV  of  the  Agreement 
on  an  International  Energy  Program 
(TIAS  8278)  (Chapters  I  through  IV  of 
the  lEP  are  attached  as  Appendix  A) 
insofar  as  such  obligations  relate  to 
the  international  allocation  of  oil.  The 
authority  described  in  this  part  shall 
be  exercised  only  if  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  determines  that  the  interna¬ 
tional  allocation  of  oil  contemplated 
by  the  International  Energy  Program 
cannot  be  effected  through  voluntary 
transactions  by  persons  participating 
in  the  Voluntary  Agreement  and  Plan 
of  Action  to  Implement  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Energy  Program  (41  PR  16041, 
April  8,  1975). 

(b)  Applicability.  This  part  applies 
to  any  person  engaged  in  producing. 
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transporting,  refining,  distributing  or 
storing  oil  who  is  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  United  States. 

§  218.2  Definitions. 

“DOE”  means  the  Department  of 
Energy  established  by  the  Department 
of  Energy  Organization  Act  (Pub.  L. 
95-91).  and  includes  the  Secretary  of 
DOE  or  his  delegate. 

“EPCA”  means  the  Energy  Policy 
and  Conservation  Act  (Pub.  L.  94-163). 

“lEA”  means  the  International 
Energy  Agency  established  by  Deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Council  of  the  Organiza¬ 
tion  for  Economic  Cooperation  and 
Development,  dated  November  15. 
1974. 

“lEP”  means  the  International 
Energy  Program  established  pursuant 
to  the  Agreement  on  an  International 
Energy  Program  signed  at  Paris  on 
November  18.  1974.  (TIAS  8278)  in¬ 
cluding  (a)  the  Annex  entitled  “Emer¬ 
gency  Reserves.”  (b)  any  amendment 
to  such  Agreement  that  includes  an¬ 
other  nation  as  a  Party  to  such  Agree¬ 
ment.  and  (c)  any  technical  or  clerical 
amendment  to  such  Agreement. 

“Person”  means  any  association; 
firm:  company:  corporation:  estate:  in¬ 
dividual;  joint  venture:  partnership: 
sole  proprietorship;  or  any  other 
entity,  however  organized,  including 
charitable,  educational,  or  other  elee¬ 
mosynary  institutions:  the  Federal 
Government  and  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments,  including  corporations,  de¬ 
partments.  agencies,  and  other  instru¬ 
mentalities  thereof:  and  includes  any 
officer,  director,  owner  or  duly  autho¬ 
rized  representative  of  such  person. 

The  DOE  may,  in  regulations  and  in 
any  forms  issued  pursuant  to  this  part, 
treat  as  a  person: 

(a)  A  parent  and  the  consolidated 
and  unconsolidated  entities  (if  any) 
which  it  directly  or  indirectly  controls: 

(b)  A  parent  and  its  consolidated  en¬ 
tities: 

(c)  An  unconsolidated  entity;  or 

(d)  Any  part  of  a  person. 

“International  energy  supply  emer¬ 
gency”  means  any  period  (1)  beginning 
on  any  date  that  the  President  deter¬ 
mines  allocation  of  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  to  nations  participating  in  the 
lEP  is  required  by  Chapters  III  and  IV 
of  the  lEP  and  (2)  ending  on  a  date  on 
which  he  determines  such  allocation  is 
no  longer  required. 

"Oil”  means  crude  oil.  residual  fuel 
oil,  unfinished  oil,  or  any  refined  pe¬ 
troleum  product  (including  any  natu¬ 
ral  gas  liquid  and  any  natural  gas 
liquid  product),  which  is  owned  or  con¬ 
trolled  by  a  person,  including  any  pe¬ 
troleum  product  destined,  directly  or 
indirectly,  for  import  into  the  United 
States  or  any  foreign  country,  or  pro¬ 
duced  in  the  United  States. 

“Supply  order”  means  a  written  di¬ 
rective  or  a  verbal  communication  of  a 
written  directive,  if  promptly  con¬ 


firmed  in  writing,  issued  by  the  DOE 
pursuant  to  Subpart  B  of  this  Part. 

“United  States”  when  used  in  the 
geographic  sense  means  the  several 
States,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  the  territories  and 
possessions  of  the  United  States,  and 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf. 

Subpart  B — Allocation  Rulo  and  Sopply  Ordars 
§218.10  Rule. 

(a)  Upon  the  determination  by  the 
President  of  an  international  energy 
supply  emergency,  persons  engaged  in 
producing,  transporting,  refining,  dis¬ 
tributing,  or  storing  oil  shall  take  such 
actions  as  are  determined  by  the  DOE 
to  be  necessary  for  implementation  of 
the  obligations  of  the  United  States 
under  Chapters  III  and  IV  of  the  lEP 
that  relate  to  the  international  alloca¬ 
tion  of  oil. 

(b)  Any  actions  required  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  stated  in  supply  orders 
issued  by  DOE  in  accordance  with  this 
subpart. 

(c)  No  person  to  whom  a  supply 
order  is  issued  shall  be  required  to 
comply  with  such  order  unless  the 
person  to  whom  the  oil  is  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  in  accordance  with  such  supply 
order  has  agreed  to  a  procedure  for 
the  resolution  of  any  dispute  related 
to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  sale 
undertaken  pursuant  to  the  supply 
order.  The  means  for  resolving  any 
such  disputes  may  include  any  proce¬ 
dures  that  are  mutually  acceptable  to 
the  parties,  including  arbitration 
before  the  lEA,  if  the  lEA  has  estab¬ 
lished  arbitration  procedures,  arbitra¬ 
tion  or  adjudication  before  an  appro¬ 
priate  body,  or  any  other  similar  pro¬ 
cedure. 

§218.11  Supply  orders. 

(a)  A  supply  order  shall  require  that 
persons  to  whom  it  is  issued  take  ac¬ 
tions  specified  therein  relating  to  pro¬ 
ducing,  transporting,  refining,  distrib¬ 
uting  or  storing  oil.  including,  but  not 
limited  to.  redirection  of  oil  in  transit. 
A  supply  order  shall  include  a  concise 
statement  of  the  pertinent  facts  and 
of  the  legal  basis  on  which  it  is  issued, 
and  shall  describe  the  action  to  be 
taken.  The  rules  in  Subpart  C  shall 
govern  the  price  of  any  oil  which  is 
the  subject  of  a  supply  order,  except 
that  DOE  may  specify  in  the  supply 
order  the  price  of  the  oil  to  be  pro¬ 
vided,  or  requirements  for  arriving  at 
the  price  which  may  augment  or  su¬ 
persede  Subpart  C.  No  requirement  in 
Subpart  C  shall  be  deemed  to  be  su¬ 
perseded  by  any  direction  in  a  supply 
order  unless  the  supply  order  specifi¬ 
cally  so  provides. 

(b)  The  DOE  shall  serve  a  copy  of 
the  supply  order  on  the  persons  direct¬ 
ed  to  act  as  stated  therein. 

(c)  The  DOE  may  modify  or  rescind 
a  supply  order  on  its  own  motion  or 


pursuant  to  an  application  filed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Subpart  J  of  Part  205  of 
this  chapter,  as  applicable. 

(d)  A  supply  order  shall  be  effective 
in  accordance  with  its  terms,  and  when 
served  upon  a  person  directed  to  act 
thereunder,  except  that  a  supply  order 
shall  not  remain  in  effect  (1)  after  the 
expiration  of  an  international  energy 
supply  emergency  or  (2)  12  months 
after  the  regulations  stated  in  this 
Part  have  been  transmitted  to  the 
Congress  (whichever  occurs  first),  or 
(3)  to  the  extent  that  DOE  or  a  court 
of  competent  jurisdiction  directs  that 
it  be  stayed,  modified,  or  rescinded. 

(e)  Any  person  aggrieved  by  a  supply 
order  issued  pursuant  to  this  subpart 
may  seek  modification  or  recission  of 
the  supply  orders  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  provided  in  Subpart  J 
of  Part  205  of  this  chapter. 

Subpart  C — Pries  R’jI* 

§  218.2U  Purpose  and  scope. 

(a)  This  subpart  is  intended  to 
insure,  to  the  maximum  extent  practi¬ 
cable,  that  the  sale  price  of  any  oil 
which  is  the  subject  of  a  supply  order 
shall  be  based  on  price  conditions  pre¬ 
vailing  for  comparable  commerical 
transactions,  and  that  no  person  to 
whom  a  supply  order  is  issued  will  ex¬ 
perience  abnormal  profits  or  losses. 

(b)  The  price  rule  stated  in  this  sub¬ 
part  shall  not  apply  to  any  sales  which 
are  subject  to  the  DOE  Mandatory  Pe¬ 
troleum  Price  Regulations  stated  in 
Part  212  of  this  chapter. 

§218.21  Rule. 

No  person  issued  a  supply  order 
shall  charge  a  price  for  the  oil  that  is 
the  subject  of  the  supply  order  in 
excess  of  the  maximum  allowable 
price  as  determined  in  accordance  with 
§  218.22  or  the  price  stated  in  the 
supply  order,  if  the  supply  order  pre¬ 
scribes  a  price,  or  the  price  determined 
by  the  method  of  calculating  a  price 
stated  in  the  supply  order,  if  that 
method  is  different  from  the  method 
stated  in  §  218.22  of  this  chapter. 

218.22  Maximum  Allowable  price. 

(a) (1)  The  maximum  allowable  price 
of  any  oil  that  is  the  subject  of  a 
supply  order  shall  be  the  sum  of  the 
acquisition  cost  of  the  oil,  the  trans¬ 
portation  costs  (as  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (b)  of  this' 
section)  and  an  additional  amount  of 
$0.25  per  barrel. 

(2)  For  purposes  of  this  subpart,  the 
term  "acquisition  cost"  means  the  per 
barrel  FOB  price  paid  to  a  producing 
country  or  any  person  at  the  point  of 
initial  loading,  net  of  any  rebates  and 
discounts.  Credit  terms  for  computa¬ 
tion  of  acquisition  costs  shall  be  pre¬ 
sumed  to  be  60  days,  calculated  from 
the  date  of  loading. 

(b)  A  person  to  whom  a  supply  order 
is  issued  shall  use  the  AFRA  Method 
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described  in  §  212.85(d)  of  this  chapter 
to  determine  transportation  costs. 

§  218.23  Disallowance  of  excess  costs. 

(a)  (1)  The  DOE  may  disallow  part 
or  all  of  the  price  charged  by  a  person 
in  applying  the  rule  set  forth  in  this 
subpart,  or  in  implementing  any  re¬ 
quirement  as  to  price  specified  in  a 
supply  order,  where  the  price  charged 
reflects  unjustified  costs. 

(2)  The  DOE  may  disallow: 

(1)  Oil  acquisition  costs  that  exceed 
that  person’s  average  acquisition  cost 
of  that  same  type  of  oil  for  the  month¬ 
ly  reporting  period  in  which  such  oil 
was  acquired;  the  average  acquisition 
cost  shall  be  computed  by  multiplying 
the  quantity  of  oil  involved  in  each 
transaction  during  the  monthly  re¬ 
porting  period  by  the  imit  cost  of  the 
oU  involved  in  each  transaction  and  di¬ 
viding  the  resulting  total  by  the 
number  of  transactions  during  the 
monthly  reporting  period;  if  the 
person  to  whom  a  supply  order  issued 
has  not  acquired  the  same  type  of  oil 
as  is  the  subject  of  the  supply  order  in 
the  monthly  reporting  period  during 
which  the  supply  order  is  issued,  the 
DOE  may  calculate  the  allowable  price 
by  using  the  average  acquisition  cost 
of  oil  of  a  similar  type  incurred  by  the 
person  to  whom  the  supply  order  was 
issued  during  the  relevant  reporting 
period,  with  appropriate  adjustments 
for  quality  and  location  differentials; 
the  DOE  may  use  such  other  relevant 
cost  data  which  it  deems  appropriate 
in  computing  the  acquisition  cost; 

(ii)  Any  transportation  cost  in  excess 
of  costs  allowable  under  §  218.22(b). 

(b)  (1)  When  the  DOE  determines 
that  any  excess  cost  shall  be  disal¬ 
lowed,  it  may  issue  an  interim  remedi¬ 
al  order  for  immediate  compliance  in 
accordance  with  §205.199D,  which 
order  shall  direct  the  person  to  whom 
it  is  issued  to  mtike  appropriate  re¬ 
funds  directly  to  the  purchasers  in¬ 
volved,  and  to  take  such  other  action 
as  may  be  necessary  to  compensate  for 
the  effects  of  the  disallowed  costs,  or 
it  may  commence  other  compliance 
proceedings  in  accordance  with  Sub¬ 
part  O  of  Part  205. 

(2)  An  interim  remedial  order  for  im¬ 
mediate  compliance  issued  pursuant  to 
this  section  shall  be  a  final  order  of 
the  DOE  of  which  an  aggrieved  party 
may  seek  judicial  review. 

Subpart  D — Proc«dure> 

§  218.30  Purpose  and  scope. 

This  subpart  establishes  the  admin¬ 
istrative  procedures  applicable  to 
supply  orders  and  remedial  orders. 

§  218.31  Incorporated  procedures. 

(a)  (1)  The  following  subparts  of 
Part  205  of  this  chapter  are,  as  appro¬ 
priate,  and  except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (b),  hereby  made  applicable  to 
this  part; 


(i)  Subpart  A  (General  Provisions); 
Provided,  That  §205.11  shall  not 
apply:  And  provided  further.  That  in 
addition  to  the  methods  of  service 
specified  in  §  205.7  of  this  chapter,  ser¬ 
vice  shall  be  effective  if  a  supply  order 
is  transmitted  by  telex,  telecopier  or 
other  similar  means  of  electronic 
transmission  of  a  writing  and  received 
by  the  person  to  whom  the  supply 
order  is  addressed. 

(ii)  Subpart  F  (Interpretations); 

(iii)  Subpart  I  (Stay),  but  only  for 
the  purpose  of  staying  an  order  pend¬ 
ing  judicial  review; 

(iv)  Subpart  J  (Modification  or  Re¬ 
scission);  except  that  the  period  speci¬ 
fied  in  §  205.135  shall  be  five  days; 

(V)  Subpart  K  (Rulings); 

(vi)  Subpart  M  (Conferences,  Hear¬ 
ings,  and  Public  Hearings); 

(vii)  Subpart  O  (Notice  of  probable 
violation,  remedial  order,  notice  of 
proposed  disallowance,  and  order  of 
disallowance),  except  that  §205.199D 
(d),  (f),  (g).  (h),  (i)  and  (j)  shall  not 
apply,  and  the  procedures  prescribed 
in  §§  218.23(b)  and  218.33  shall  apply. 

(b)  When  an  international  energy 
supply  emergency  is  in  effect,  the  time 
periods  specified  in  any  incorporated 
subpart  may  be  modified  by  the  DOE 
by  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

§218.32  Addresses. 

All  correspondence,  petitions,  and 
any  information  required  by  this  part 
(except  where  required  to  be  directed 
to  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission),  shall  be  submitted  to; 
Administrator,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  Street  NW.,  Room 
6001,  Washington.  D.C.  20461. 

§  218.33  Violations. 

(a)  Where  the  DOE  determines  that 
a  violation  of  this  Part,  as  defined  in 
§218.41  (and  not  otherwise  subject  to 
§  218.23)  exists.  It  may  commence  ad¬ 
ministrative  proceedings  in  accordance 
with  §  218.31(a)(vii)  or  it  may  issue  an 
interim  remedial  order  for  immediate 
compliance  in  accordance  with 
§  205.199D,  or  seek  injunctive  relief  in 
accordance  with  §  218.43. 

(b)  An  interim  remedial  order  for  im¬ 
mediate  compliance  issued  pursuant  to 
§  218.33(a)  shall  be  a  final  order  of  the 
DOE  of  which  an  aggrieved  party  may 
seek  judicial  review. 

§  218.34  Appeals  of  denials  of  modifica¬ 
tion  or  rescissions. 

Any  person  aggrieved  by  the  denial 
of  a  request  for  a  modification  or  re¬ 
scission  may  request  review  of  such 
denial  by  the  Federal  Energy  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission  (the  Commission)  in 
accordance  with  regulations  adopted 
by  the  Commission  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  504  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
Organization  Act  (Pub.  L.  95-91).  Such 


person  shall  not  have  exhausted  his 
administrative  remedies  until  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  review  has  been  filed  and  the 
Commission  has  granted  or  denied 
relief. 

Subpart  E — InvMtipationt,  Vlolotiont, 
Sonctient  and  Judicial  Actions 

§  218.40  Investigations. 

(a)  General.  The  DOE  may,  at  its 
discretion,  initiate  investigations  relat¬ 
ing  to  compliance  by  any  person  with 
any  rule,  regulation,  or  order  promul¬ 
gated  by  the  DOE  under  the  authority 
of  section  251  of  the  EIPCA,  or  any 
decree  of  court  relating  thereto.  The 
DOE  encourages  voluntary  coopera¬ 
tion  with  its  investigations.  When  the 
circumstances  warrant,  however,  the 
DOE  may  issue  subpoenas  in  accor¬ 
dance  with,  and  subject  to  §  205.8,  of 
this  chapter.  The  DOE  may  conduct 
investigative  conferences  and  hearings 
in  the  course  of  any  investigation  in 
accordance  with  Subpart  M  of  Part 
205  of  this  chapter,  which  determina¬ 
tion  is  within  the  DOE’S  discretion. 

(b)  Investigations.  Investigations 
will  be  conducted  by  representatives  of 
the  DOE  who  are  duly  designated  and 
authorized  for  such  purposes.  Such 
representatives  have  the  authority  to 
administer  oaths  and  receive  affirma¬ 
tions  in  any  matter  under  investiga¬ 
tion  by  the  DOE. 

(c)  Notification.  Any  person  who  is 
under  investigation  by  the  DOE  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  this  section  and  who  is 
requested  to  furnish  information  or 
documentary  evidence  shall  be  noti¬ 
fied  as  to  the  general  purpose  for 
which  .such  information  or  evidence  is 
sought. 

(d)  Termination.  When  the  facts  dis¬ 
closed  by  an  investigation  indicate 
that  further  action  is  unnecessary  or 
unwarranted,  the  investigative  file  will 
be  closed  without  prejudice  to  further 
investigation  by  the  DOE  at  any  time 
that  circumstances  so  warrant. 

(e)  Confidentiality.  Information  re¬ 
ceived  in  an  investigation  under  this 
section,  including  the  identity  of  the 
person  investigated  and  the  identitiy 
of  any  other  person  who  provides  in¬ 
formation  during  the  investigation, 
shall,  unless  otherwise  detennined  by 
the  DOE,  remain  confidential  to  the 
extent  that  it  is  determined  to  be  ap¬ 
propriate  to  apply  one  or  more  por¬ 
tions  of  the  investigatory  file  exemp¬ 
tion  from  public  disclosure  contained 
in  5  U.S.C.  552. 

§218.41  V’iolations. 

Any  practice  that  circumvents,  con¬ 
travenes  or  results  in  the  circumven¬ 
tion  or  contravention  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  any  provision  of  this  Part  218 
or  any  order  issued  pursuant  thereto  is 
a  violation  of  the  DOE  regulations 
stated  in  this  part  and  is  unlawful. 
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§  218.42  Sanctions. 

(a)  General.  Any  person  who  violates 
any  provision  of  this  Part  218  or  any 
order  issued  pursuant  thereto  shall  be 
subject  to  penalties  and  sanctions  as 
provided  herein. 

(1)  The  provisions  herein  for  penal¬ 
ties  and  sanctions  shall  be  deemed  cu¬ 
mulative  and  not  mutually  exclusive. 

(2)  Each  day  that  a  violation  of  the 
provisions  of  this  Part  218  or  any 
order  issued  pursuant  thereto  contin¬ 
ues  shall  be  deemed  to  constitute  a 
separate  violation  within  the  meaning 
of  the  provisions  of  this  part  relating 
to  fines  and  civil  penalties. 

(b)  Penalties.  (1)  Any  person  who 
violates  any  provision  of  Part  218  of 
this  chapter  or  any  order  issued  pursu¬ 
ant  thereto  shall  be  subject  to  a  civil 
penalty  of  not  more  than  $5,000  for 
each  violation. 

(2)  Any  person  who  willfully  violates 
any  provision  of  this  Part  218  or  any 
order  issued  pursuant  thereto  shall  be 
subject  to  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
$10,000  for  each  violation. 

(3)  Any  person  who  knowingly  and 
willfully  violates  any  provision  of  this 
Part  218  or  any  order  issued  pursuant 
thereto  with  respect  to  the  sale,  offer 
of  sale,  or  distribution  in  commerce  of 
oil  after  having  been  subject  to  a  civil 
penalty  under  subparagraphs  (1)  or  (2) 
of  this  paragraph  (b)  for  a  prior  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  provisions  of  this  Part  218 
or  any  order  issued  pursuant  thereto 
with  respect  to  the  sale,  offer  of  sale, 
or  distribution  in  commerce  of  oil 
shall  be  subject  to  a  fine  of  not  more 
$50,000  or  imprisonment  for  not  more 
than  six  months,  or  both,  for  each  vio¬ 
lation. 

(4)  Actions  for  penalties  under  this 
section  are  prosecuted  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  upon  referral  by  the 
DOE. 

(5)  When  the  DOE  considers  it  to  be 
appropriate  or  advisable,  the  DOE 
may  compromise  and  settle  any  action 
under  this  paragraph,  and  collect  civil 
penalties. 

(c)  Other  Penalties.  Willful  conceal¬ 
ment  of  material  facts,  or  making  of 
false,  fictitious  or  fraudulent  state¬ 
ments  or  representations,  or  submis¬ 
sion  of  a  document  containing  false, 
fictitious  or  fraudulent  statements 
pertaining  to  matters  within  the  scope 
of  this  Part  218  by  any  person  shall 
subject  such  person  to  the  criminal 
penalties  provided  in  18  U.S.C.  1001 
(1970). 

§  218.43  Injunctions. 

Whenever  it  appears  to  the  DOE 
that  any  person  has  engaged,  is  engag¬ 
ing.  or  is  about  to  engage  in  any  act  or 
practice  constituting  a  violation  of  any 
regulation  or  order  issued  under  this 
Part  218,  the  DOE  may  request  the 
Attorney  General  to  bring  a  civil 
action  in  the  appropriate  district  court 
of  the  United  States  to  enjoin  such 


acts  or  practices  and.  upon  a  proper 
showing,  a  temporary  restraining 
order  or  a  preliminary  or  permanent 
injunction  shall  be  granted  without 
bond.  The  relief  sought  may  include  a 
mandatory  injunction  commanding 
any  person  to  comply  with  any  provi¬ 
sion  of  such  order  or  regulation,  the 
violation  of  which  is  prohibited  by  sec¬ 
tion  524  of  the  EPCA. 

Agreement  on  an  International  Energy 
Program 

The  Governments  of  the  Republic  of  Aus¬ 
tria,  the  Kingdom  of  Belgium.  Canada,  the 
Kingdom  of  Denmark,  the  Federal  Republic 
of  Germany,  Ireland,  the  Italian  Republic. 
Japan,  the  Grand  Duchy  of  Luxembourg, 
the  Kingdom  of  the  Netherlands,  Spain,  the 
Kingdom  of  Sweden,  the  Swiss  Confeder¬ 
ation,  the  Republic  of  Turkey,  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Northern 
Ireland,  and  the  United  States  of  America, 

Desiring  to  promote  secure  oil  supplies  on 
reasonable  and  equitable  terms. 

Determined  to  take  common  effective 
measures  to  meet  oil  supply  emergencies  by 
developing  an  emergency  self-sufficiency  in 
oil  supplies,  restraining  dema.’^.d  and  allocat¬ 
ing  available  oil  among  their  countries  on 
an  equitabie  basis. 

Desiring  to  promote  co-operative  relations 
with  oi'  producing  countries  and  with  other 
oil  consuming  countries,  including  those  of 
the  developing  world,  through  a  purposeful 
dialogue,  as  well  as  through  other  forms  of 
co-operation,  to  further  the  opportunities 
for  a  better  understanding  between  consum¬ 
er  and  producer  countries. 

Mindful  of  the  interests  of  other  oil  con¬ 
suming  countries,  including  those  of  the  de¬ 
veloping  world. 

Desiring  to  play  a  more  active  role  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  oil  industry  by  establishing  a 
comprehensive  international  information 
system  and  a  permanent  framework  for  con¬ 
sultation  with  oil  companies. 

Determined  to  reduce  their  dependence 
on  Imported  oil  by  undertaking  long-term 
co-operative  efforts  on  conservation  of 
energy,  on  acceierated  development  of  alter¬ 
native  sources  of  energy,  on  research  and 
development  in  the  energy  field  and  on  ura¬ 
nium  enrichment. 

Convinced  that  these  objectives  can  only 
be  reached  through  continued  co-operative 
efforts  within  effective  organs. 

Expressing  the  intention  that  such  organs 
be  created  within  the  framework  of  the  Or¬ 
ganisation  for  Economic  Co-operation  and 
Development. 

Recognising  that  other  Member  countries 
of  the  Organisation  for  Economic  Co-oper¬ 
ation  and  Development  may  desire  to  join  in 
their  efforts. 

Considering  the  special  responsibility  of 
governments  for  energy  supply. 

Conclude  that  it  is  necessary  to  establish 
an  International  Energy  Program  to  be  im¬ 
plemented  through  an  International  Energy 
Agency,  and  to  that  end. 

Have  agreed  as  follows: 

ARTICLE  I 

1.  The  Participating  Countries  shall  im¬ 
plement  the  International  Energy  Program 
as  provided  for  in  this  Agreement  through 
the  International  Energy  Agency,  described 
in  Chapter  IX,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  “Agency”. 

2.  The  term  “Participating  Countries” 
means  States  to  which  this  Agreement  ap¬ 


plies  provisionally  and  States  for  which  the 
Agreement  has  entered  into  and  remains  In 
force. 

3rThe  term  “group”  means  the  Participat¬ 
ing  Countries  as  a  group. 

Chapter  I.— Emergency  Self-Sufficiency 
ARTICLE  2 

1.  The  Participating  Countries  shall  estab¬ 
lish  a  common  emergency  self-sufficiency  in 
oil  supplies.  To  this  end.  each  Participating 
Country  shall  maintain  emergency  reserves 
sufficient  to  sustain  consumption  for  at 
least  60  days  with  no  net  oil  imports.  Both 
consumption  and  net  oil  imports  shall  be 
reckoned  at  the  average  daily  level  of  the 
previous  calendar  year. 

2.  The  Governing  Board  shall,  acting  by 
special  majority,  not  iater  than  1st  July, 
1975,  decide  the  date  from  which  the  emer¬ 
gency  reserve  commitment  of  each  Partici¬ 
pating  Country  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  cal¬ 
culating  its  supply  right  referred  to  in  Arti¬ 
cle  7,  be  deemed  to  be  raised  to  a  level  of  90 
days.  Each  Participating  Country  shall  in¬ 
crease  its  actual  level  of  emergency  reserves 
to  90  days  and  shall  endeavour  to  do  so  by 
the  date  so  decided. 

3.  The  term  “emergency  reserve  commit¬ 
ment”  means  the  emergency  reserves  equiv¬ 
alent  to  60  days  of  net  oil  imports  as  set  out 
in  paragraph  1  and,  from  the  date  to  be  de¬ 
cided  according  to  paragraph  2.  to  90  days 
of  net  oil  imports  as  set  out  in  paragraph  2. 

ARTICLE  3 

1.  The  emergency  reserve  commitment  set 
out  in  Article  2  may  be  satisfied  by:  Oil 
stocks,  fuel  switching  capacity,  stand-by  oil 
production,  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Annex  which  forms  an  integral 
part  of  this  Agreement. 

2.  The  Governing  Board  shall,  acting  by 
majority,  not  later  than  1st  July,  1975, 
decide  the  extent  to  which  the  emergency 
reserve  commitment  may  be  satisfied  by  the 
elements  mentioned  in  paragraph  1. 

ARTICLE  4 

1.  The  Standing  Group  on  Emergency 
Questions  shall,  on  a  continuing  basis, 
review  the  effectiveness  of  the  measures 
taken  by  each  Participating  Country  to 
meet  its  emergency  reserve  commitment. 

2.  The  Standing  Group  on  Emergency 
Questions  shall  report  to  the  Management 
Committee,  which  shall  make  proposfds,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  Governing  Board.  The 
Governing  Board  may,  acting  by  majority, 
adopt  recommendations  to  Participating 
Countries. 

Chapter  II.— Demand  Restraint 
ARTICLE  5 

1.  Each  Participating  Country  shall  at  all 
times  have  ready  a  program  of  contingent 
oil  demand  restraint  measures  enabling  it  to 
reduce  its  rate  ot  final  consumption  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Chapter  IV. 

2.  The  Standing  Group  on  Emergency 
Questions  shall,  on  a  continuing  basis, 
review  and  assess:  each  Participating  Coun¬ 
try’s  program  of  demand  restraint  mea¬ 
sures,  the  effectiveness  of  measures  actually 
taken  by  each  Participating  Country. 

3.  The  Standing  Group  on  Emergency 
Questions  shall  report  to  the  Management 
Committee,  which  shall  make  proposals,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  Governing  Board.  The 
Governing  Board  may,  acting  by  majority, 
adopt  recommendations  to  Participating 
Countries. 
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Chapter  III.— Allocation 
ARTICLE  6 

1.  Each  Participating  Country  shall  take 
the  necessary  measures  in  order  that  alloca¬ 
tion  cf  oil  will  be  carried  out  pursuant  to 
this  Chapter  and  Chapter  IV. 

2.  The  Standing  Group  on  Emergency 
Questions  shall,  on  a  continuing  basis, 
review  and  assess:  each  Participating  Coun¬ 
try's  measures  in  order  that  allocation  of  oil 
will  be  carried  out  pursuant  to  this  Chapter 
and  Chapter  IV.  the  effectiveness  of  mea¬ 
sures  actually  taken  by  each  Participating 
Country. 

3.  The  Standing  Group  on  Emergency 
Questions  shall  report  to  the  Management 
Committee,  which  shall  make  proposals,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  Governing  Board.  The 
Governing  Board  may,  acting  by  majority, 
adopt  recommendations  to  Participating 
Coun  ries. 

4.  The  Governing  Board  shall,  acting  by 
majority,  decide  promptly  on  the  practical 
procedures  for  the  allocation  of  oil  and  on 
the  procedures  and  modalities  for  the  par¬ 
ticipation  of  oil  companies  therein  within 
the  framework  of  this  Agreement. 

ARTICLE  7 

1.  When  allocation  of  oil  is  carried  out 
pursuant  to  Article  13,  14,  or  15,  each  Par¬ 
ticipating  Country  shall  have  a  supply  right 
equal  to  its  permissible  consumption  less  its 
emergency  reserve  drawdown  obligation. 

2.  A  Participating  Country  whose  supply 
right  exceeds  the  sum  of  its  normal  domes¬ 
tic  production  and  actual  net  imports  avail¬ 
able  during  an  emergency  shall  have  an  al¬ 
location  right  which  entitles  it  to  additional 
net  imports  equal  to  that  excess. 

3.  A  Participating  Country  in  which  the 
sum  of  normal  domestic  production  and 
actual  net  imports  available  during  an  emer¬ 
gency  exceeds  its  supply  right  shall  have  an 
allocation  obligation  which  requires  it  to 
supply,  directly  or  indirectly,  the  quantity 
of  oil  equal  to  that  excess  to  other  Partici¬ 
pating  Countries.  This  would  not  preclude 
any  Participating  Country  from  maintain¬ 
ing  exports  of  oil  to  non-participating  coun¬ 
tries. 

4.  The  term  “permissible  consumption” 
means  the  average  daily  rate  of  final  con¬ 
sumption  allowed  when  emergency  demand 
restraint  at  the  applicable  level  has  been  ac¬ 
tivated;  possible  further  voluntary  demand 
restraint  by  any  Participating  Country  shall 
not  affect  its  allocation  right  or  obligation. 

5.  The  term  “emergency  reserve  draw¬ 
down  obligation”  means  the  emergency  re¬ 
serve  commitment  of  any  Participating 
Country  divided  by  the  total  emergency  re¬ 
serve  commitment  of  the  group  and  multi¬ 
plied  by  the  group  supply  shortfall. 

6.  The  term  “group  supply  shortfall” 
means  the  shortfsdl  for  the  group  as  mea¬ 
sured  by  the  aggregate  permissible  con¬ 
sumption  for  the  group  minus  the  daily  rate 
of  oil  supplies  available  to  the  group  during 
an  emergency. 

7.  The  term  "oil  supplies  available  to  the 
group”  means:  all  crude  oil  available  to  the 
group,  all  petroleum  products  imported 
from  outside  the  group,  and  all  finished 
products  and  refinery  feedstocks  which  are 
produced  in  association  with  natural  gas 
and  crude  oil  and  are  available  to  the  group. 

8.  The  term  “final  consumption”  means 
total  domestic  consumption  of  all  finished 
petroleum  products. 


ARTICLE  8 

1.  When  allocation  of  oil  to  a  Participating 
Country  is  carried  out  pursuant  to  Article 
17,  that  Participating  Country  shall:  sustain 
from  its  final  consumption  the  reduction  in 
its  oil  supplies  up  to  a  level  equal  to  7  per¬ 
cent  of  its  final  consumption  during  the 
base  period,  have  an  allocation  right  equal 
to  the  reduction  in  its  oil  supplies  which  re¬ 
sults  in  a  reduction  of  its  final  consumption 
over  and  above  that  level. 

2.  The  obligation  to  allocate  this  amount 
of  oil  is  shared  among  the  other  Participat¬ 
ing  Countries  on  the  basis  of  their  final  con¬ 
sumption  during  the  base  period. 

3.  The  Participating  Countries  may  meet 
their  allocation  obligations  by  any  measures 
of  their  own  choosing,  including  demand  re¬ 
straint  measures  or  use  of  emergency  re¬ 
serves. 

ARTICLE  9 

1.  For  purposes  of  satisfying  allocation 
rights  and  allocation  obligations,  the  follow¬ 
ing  elements  will  be  Included:  all  crude  oil, 
all  petroleum  products,  all  refinery  feed¬ 
stocks,  and  all  finished  products  produced 
in  association  with  natural  gas  and  crude 
oil. 

2.  To  calculate  a  Participating  Country’s 
allocation  right,  petroleum  products  nor¬ 
mally  imported  by  that  Participating  Coun¬ 
try.  whether  from  other  Participating  Coun¬ 
tries  or  from  non-participating  countries, 
shall  be  expressed  in  crude  oil  equivalent 
and  treated  as  though  they  were  imports  of 
crude  oil  to  that  Participating  Country. 

3.  Insofar  as  possible,  normal  channels  of 
supply  will  be  maintained  as  well  as  the 
normal  supply  proportions  between  crude 
oil  and  prc^ucts  and  among  different  cate¬ 
gories  of  crude  oil  and  products. 

4.  When  allocation  takes  place,  an  objec¬ 
tive  of  the  Program  shall  be  that  available 
crude  oil  and  products  shall,  insofar  as  pos¬ 
sible,  be  shared  within  the  refining  and  dis¬ 
tributing  industries  as  well  as  between  refin¬ 
ing  and  distributing  companies  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  historical  supply  patterns. 

ARTICLE  10 

1.  The  objectives  of  the  Program  shall  in¬ 
clude  ensuring  fair  treatment  for  all  Partici¬ 
pating  Countries  and  basing  the  price  for  al¬ 
located  oil  on  the  price  conditions  prevailing 
for  comparable  commercial  transactions. 

2.  Questions  relating  to  the  price  of  oil  al¬ 
located  during  an  emergency  shall  be  exam¬ 
ined  by  the  Standing  Group  on  Emergency 
Questions. 

ARTICLE  1 1 

1.  It  is  not  an  objective  of  the  Program  to 
seek  to  increase,  in  an  emergency,  the  share 
of  world  oil  supply  that  the  group  had 
under  normal  market  conditions.  Historical 
oil  trade  patterns  should  be  preserved  as  far 
as  is  reasonable,  and  due  account  should  be 
taken  of  the  position' of  individual  non-par¬ 
ticipating  countries. 

2.  In  order  to  maintain  the  principles  set 
out  in  paragraph  1,  the  Management  Com¬ 
mittee  shall  make  proposals,  as  appropriate, 
to  the  Governing  Board,  which,  acting  by 
majority,  shall  decide  on  such  proposals. 

Chapter  IV.— Activation 

ACTIVATION 

ARTICLE  12 

Whenever  the  group  as  a  whole  or  any 
Participating  Country  sustains  or  can  rea¬ 


sonably  be  expected  to  sustain  a  reduction 
in  its  oil  supplies,  the  emergency  measures, 
which  are  the  mandatory  demand  restraint 
referred  to  in  Chapter  II  and  the  allocation 
of  available  oil  referred  to  in  Chapter  III, 
shall  be  activated  in  accordance  with  this 
Chapter. 

ARTICLE  13 

Whenever  the  group  sustains  or  can  rea¬ 
sonably  be  expected  to  sustain  a  reduction 
in  the  daily  rate  of  its  oil  supplies  at  least 
equal  to  7  percent  of  the  average  daily  rate 
of  its  final  consumption  during  the  base 
period,  each  Participating  Country  shall  im¬ 
plement  demand  restraint  measures  suffi¬ 
cient  to  reduce  its  final  consumption  by  an 
amount  equal  to  7  percent  of  its  final  con¬ 
sumption  during  the  base  period,  and  alloca¬ 
tion  of  available  oil  among  the  Participating 
Countries  shall  take  place  in  accordance 
with  Articles  7.  9,  10  and  11. 

ARTICLE  14 

Whenever  the  group  sustains  or  can  rea¬ 
sonably  be  expected  to  sustain  a  reduction 
in  the  daily  rate  of  its  oil  supplies  at  least 
equal  to  12  percent  of  the  average  daily  rate 
of  its  final  consumption  during  the  base 
period,  each  Participating  Country  shall  im¬ 
plement  demand  restraint  measures  suffi¬ 
cient  to  reduce  its  final  consumption  by  an 
amount  equal  to  10  percent  of  its  final  con¬ 
sumption  during  the  base  period,  and  alloca¬ 
tion  of  available  oil  among  the  Participating 
Countries  shall  take  place  in  accordance 
with  Articles  7,  9,  10  and  11. 

ARTICLE  IS 

When  cumulative  daily  emergency  reserve 
drawdown  obligations  as  defined  in  Article  7 
have  reached  50  percent  of  emergency  re¬ 
serve  commitments  and  a  decision  has  been 
taken  in  accordance  with  Article  20,  each 
Participating  Country  shall  take  the  mea¬ 
sures  so  decided,  and  allocation  of  available 
oil  among  the  Participating  Countries  shall 
take  place  in  accordance  with  Articles  7,  9, 
10  and  11. 

ARTICLE  16 

When  demand  restraint  is  activated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  this  Chapter,  a  Participating 
Country  may  substitute  for  demand  re¬ 
straint  measures  use  of  emergency  reserves 
held  in  excess  of  its  emergency  reserve  com¬ 
mitment  as  provided  in  the  Program. 

ARTICLE  17 

1.  Whenever  any  Participating  Country 
sustains  or  can  reasonably  be  expected  to 
sustain  a  reduction  in  the  daily  rale  of  its 
oil  supplies  which  results  in  a  reduction  of 
the  daily  rate  of  its  final  consumption  by  an 
amount  exceeding  7  percent  of  the  average 
daily  rate  of  its  final  consumption  during 
the  base  period,  allocation  of  available  oil  to 
that  Participating  Country  shall  take  place 
In  accordance  with  Articles  Stoll. 

2.  Allocation  of  available  oil  shall  also 
take  place  when  the  conditions  in  para¬ 
graph  1  are  fulfilled  in  a  major  region  of  a 
Participating  Country  whose  oil  market  is 
incompletely  integrated.  In  this  case,  the  al¬ 
location  obligation  of  other  Participating 
Countries  shall  be  reduced  by  the  theoreti¬ 
cal  allocation  obligation  of  any  other  major 
region  or  regions  of  the  Participating  Coun¬ 
try  concerned. 

ARTICLE  IS 

1.  The  term  “base  period”  means  the  most 
recent  four  quarters  with  a  delay  of  one- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  33— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  16,  1978 


quarter  necessary  to  collect  information. 
While  emergency  measures  are  applied  with 
regard  to  the  group  or  to  a  Participating 
Country,  the  base  period  shall  remain  fixed. 

2.  The  Standing  Group  on  Emergency 
Questions  shall  examine  the  base  period  set 
out  in  paragraph  1,  taking  into  account  in 
particular  such  factors  as  growth,  seasonal 
variations  in  consumption  and  cyclical 
changes  and  shall,  not  later  than  1st  April, 
1975,  report  to  the  Management  Committee. 
The  Management  Committee  shall  make 
proposals,  as  appropriate,  to  the  Governing 
Board,  which,  acting  by  majority,  shall 
decide  on  these  proposals  not  later  than  1st 
July,  1975, 

ARTICLE  19 

1.  The  Secretariat  shall  make  a  finding 
when  a  reductiuon  of  oil  supplies  as  men¬ 
tioned  in  Article  13,  14  or  17  has  occurred  or 
can  reasonably  be  expected  to  occur,  and 
shall  establish  the  amount  of  the  reduction 
or  expected  reduction  for  each  Participating 
Country  and  for  the  group.  The  Secretariat 
shall  keep  the  Management  Committee  in¬ 
formed  of  its  deliberations,  and  shall  imme¬ 
diately  report  its  finding  to  the  members  of 
the  Committee  and  inform  the  Participating 
Countries  thereof.  The  report  shall  include 
information  on  the  nature  of  the  reduction. 

2.  Within  48  hours  of  the  Secretariat’s  re¬ 
porting  a  finding,  the  Committee  shall  meet 
to  review  the  accuracy  of  the  data  compiled 
and  the  information  provided.  The  Commit¬ 
tee  shall  report  to  the  Governing  Board 
within  a  further  48  hours.  The  report  shall 
set  out  the  views  expressed  by  the  members 
of  the  Committee,  including  any  views  re¬ 
garding  the  handling  of  the  emergency. 

3.  Within  48  hours  of  receiving  the  Man¬ 
agement  Committee’s  report,  the  Governing 
Board  shall  meet  to  review  the  finding  of 
the  Secretariat  in  the  light  of  that  report. 
The  activation  of  emergency  measures  shall 
be  considered  confirmed  and  Participating 
Countries  shall  implement  such  measures 
within  15  days  of  such  confirmation  unless 
the  Governing  Board,  acting  by  special  ma¬ 
jority,  decides  within  a  further  48  hours  not 
to  active  the  emergency  measures,  to  acti¬ 
vate  them  only  in  part  or  to  fix  another 
time  limit  for  their  implementation. 

4.  If,  according  to  the  finding  of  the  Secre¬ 
tariat,  the  conditions  of  more  than  one  of 
the  Articles  14,  13  and  17  are  fulfilled,  any 
decision  not  to  activate  emergency  measures 
shall  be  taken  separately  for  each  Article 
and  in  the  above  order.  If  the  conditions  in 
Article  17  are  fulfilled  with  regard  to  more 
than  one  Participating  Country  any  deci¬ 
sion  not  to  activate  allocation  shall  be  taken 
separately  with  respect  to  each  Country. 

5.  Elecisions  pursuant  to  paragraphs  3  and 
4  may  at  any  time  be  reversed  by  the  Gov¬ 
erning  Board,  acting  by  majority. 

6.  In  making  its  finding  under  this  Article, 
the  Secretariat  shall  consult  with  oil  compa¬ 
nies  to  obtain  their  views  regarding  the  situ¬ 
ation  and  the  appropriateness  of  the  mea¬ 
sures  to  be  taken. 

7.  An  international  advisory  board  from 
the  oil  industry  shall  be  convened,  not  later 
than  the  activation  of  emergency  measures, 
to  assist  the  Agency  in  ensuring  the  effec¬ 
tive  operation  of  such  measures. 

ARTICLE  ao 

1.  The  Secretariat  shall  make  a  finding 
when  cumulative  daily  emergency  reserve 
drawdown  obligations  have  reached  or  can 
reasonably  be  expected  to  reach  50  percent 
of  emergency  reserve  commitments.  The 
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Secretariat  shall  immediately  report  its 
finding  to  the  members  of  the  Management 
Committee  and  inform  the  Participating 
Countries  thereof.  The  report  shall  include 
information  on  the  oil  situation. 

2.  Within  72  hours  of  the  Secretariat’s  re¬ 
porting  such  a  finding,  the  Management 
Committee  shall  meet  to  review  the  data 
compiled  and  the  information  provided.  On 
the  basis  of  available  information  the  Com¬ 
mittee  shall  report  to  the  Governing  Boa.-d 
w'ithin  a  further  48  hours  proposing  mea¬ 
sures  required  for  meeting  the  necessities  of 
the  situation,  including  the  increase  in  the 
level  of  mandatory  demand  restraint  that 
may  be  necessary.  The  report  shall  set  out 
the  views  expressed  by  the  members  of  the 
Committee. 

3.  The  Governing  Board  shall  meet  within 
48  hours  of  receiving  the  Committee’s 
report  and  proposal.  The  Governing  Board 
shall  review  the  finding  of  the  Secretariat 
and  the  report  of  the  Management  Commit¬ 
tee  and  shall  witnin  a  further  48  hours, 
acting  by  special  majority,  decide  on  the 
measures  required  for  meeting  the  necessi¬ 
ties  of  the  situation.  Including  the  increa.se 
in  the  level  of  mandatory  demand  restraint 
that  may  be  necessary. 

ARTICLE  2 1 

1.  Any  Participating  Country  may  request 
the  Secretariat  to  make  a  finding  under  Ar¬ 
ticle  19  or  20. 

2.  If,  within  72  hours  of  such  request,  the 
Secretariat  does  not  make  such  a  finding, 
the  Participating  Country  may  reque.st  the 
Management  Committee  to  meet  and  con¬ 
sider  the  situation  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  Agreement. 

3.  The  Management  Committee  shall  meet 
within  48  hours  of  such  request  in  order  to 
consider  the  situation.  It  shall,  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  any  Participating  Country,  report 
to  the  Governing  Board  within  a  further  48 
hours.  The  report  shall  set  out  the  views  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  members  of  the  Committee 
and  by  the  Secretariat,  including  any  views 
regarding  the  handling  of  the  situation. 

4.  The  Governing  Board  shall  meet  within 
48  hours  of  receiving  the  Management  Com¬ 
mittee’s  report.  If  it  finds,  acting  by  major¬ 
ity,  that  the  conditions  set  out  in  Article  13, 
14,  15  or  17  are  fulfilled,  emergency  mea¬ 
sures  shall  be  activated  accordingly. 

ARTICLE  22 

The  Governing  Board  may  at  any  time 
decide  by  unanimity  to  activate  any  appro¬ 
priate  emergency  measures  not  provided  for 
in  this  Agreement,  if  the  situation  so  re¬ 
quires. 


DEACTIVATION 
ARTICLE  23 

1.  The  Secretariat  shall  make  a  finding 
when  a  reduction  of  supplies  as  mentioned 
in  Article  13,  14  or  17  has  decreased  or  can 
reasonably  be  expected  to  decrease  below 
the  level  referred  to  in  the  relevant  Article. 
The  Secretariat  shall  keep  the  Management 
Committee  informed  of  its  deliberations  and 
shall  immediately  report  its  finding  to  the 
members  of  the  Committee  and  inform  the 
Participating  Countries  thereof. 

2.  Within  72  hours  of  the  Secretariat’s  re¬ 
porting  a  finding,  the  Management  Commit¬ 
tee  shall  meet  to  review  the  data  compiled 
and  the  information  provided.  It  shall 
report  to  the  Governing  Board  within  a  fur¬ 
ther  48  hours.  The  report  shall  set  out  the 
views  expressed  by  the  members  of  the 
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Committee,  including  any  views  regarding 
the  handling  of  the  emergency. 

3.  Within  48  hours  of  receiving  the  Com¬ 
mittee’s  report,  the  Governing  Board  shall 
meet  to  review  the  finding  of  the  Secretar¬ 
iat  in  the  light  of  the  report  from  the  Man¬ 
agement  Committee.  The  deactivation  of 
emergency  measures  or  the  applicable  re¬ 
duction  of  the  demand  restraint  level  shall 
be  considered  confirmed  unless  the  Govern¬ 
ing  Board,  acting  by  special  majority,  de¬ 
cides  within  a  further  48  hours  to  maintain 
the  emergency  measures  or  to  deactivate 
them  only  in  part. 

4.  In  making  its  finding  under  this  Article, 
the  Secretariat  shall  consult  with  the  inter¬ 
national  advisory  board,  mentioned  in  Arti¬ 
cle  19.  paragraph  7.  to  obtain  its  views  re¬ 
garding  the  situation  and  the  appropriate¬ 
ness  of  the  measures  to  be  taken. 

5.  Any  Participating  Country  may  request 
the  Secretariat  to  make  a  finding  under  this 
Article. 

ARTICLE  24 

When  emergency  measures  are  in  force, 
and  the  Secretariat  has  not  made  a  finding 
under  Article  23,  the  Governing  Board, 
acting  by  special  majority,  may  at  any  time 
decide  to  deactivate  the  measures  either 
wholly  or  in  part. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
[12  CFR  Port  7] 

LOANS  SECURED  BY  REAL  ESTATE 

AGENCY:  Comptroller  of  the  Curren¬ 
cy,  Treasury. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  would  revise  selected  Interpre¬ 
tive  Rulings  issued  by  the  Comptroller 
relating  to  loans  by  national  banks 
which  are  secured  by  real  estate.  The 
revisions  are  necessary  in  order  to  con¬ 
form  the  rulings  with  the  governing 
statute  under  which  national  banks 
may  make  real  estate  loans  (12  U.S.C. 
371,  as  amended).  The  proposed 
amendment  would  contain  no  substan¬ 
tive  requirements  which  are  not  em¬ 
bodied  in  the  statute. 

DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  March  20,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  John  E.  Shockey, 
Chief  Counsel,  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency.  Washington,  D.C.  20219. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  H.  Neiman,  Staff  Attor¬ 
ney,  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency,  Washington,  D.C.  20219, 
202-447-1880. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  August  22,  1974,  the  Housing  and 
Community  Development  Act  of  1974, 
Pub.  L.  93-383,  became  effective.  Sec- 
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tion  711  of  that  Act  made  significant 
liberalizing  changes  in  the  laws  gov¬ 
erning  the  terms  on  which  national 
banks  may  make  loans  secured  by  real 
estate.  On  September  9,  1974,  by 
Banking  Bulletin  74-4,  the  Comptrol¬ 
ler  of  the  Currency  provided  each  na¬ 
tional  bank  with  a  summary  of  the 
legislative  changes  made  by  the  Act  to 
12  U.S.C.  371,  the  governing  statute 
under  which  national  banks  may  make 
real  estate  loans. 

The  Comptroller’s  Interpretive  Rul¬ 
ings  relating  to  real  estate  loans  are 
contained  in  12  CFR  §§  7.2000  through 
7.2600.  Those  rulings  which  would  be 
revised  by  this  proposed  amendment 
are  §§7.2000  through  7.2145,  7.2155, 
7.2190,  7.2200,  7.2400,  7.2410,  and 
7.2600.  Those  rulings  w'hich  would 
remain  unchanged  and  not  affected  by 
this  proposed  amendment  are 
§§7.2146,  7.2148,  7.2150,  7.2160,  7.2195, 
and  7.2405. 

Synopsis  of  Changes 

1.  Paragraph  (a)  in  §§  7.2000,  7.2020, 
7.2040,  7.2120,  7.2155,  7.2200,  7.2400, 
and  7.2600,  and  paragraph  (c)(1)  in 
§7.2000  would  be  deleted  since  they 
merely  repeat  the  statutory  language 
of  12  U.S.C.  371.  Paragraphs  following 
such  deletions  would  all  be  redesignat¬ 
ed. 

2.  Section  7.2000.  The  phrase  in 
paragraph  (c)  ‘‘to  prevent  loss  on  a 
loan  previously  made”  would  be 
changed  to  “to  secure  a  loan  previous¬ 
ly  made.”  This  more  clearly  reflects 
the  statutory  purpose  set  forth  in  12 
U.S.C.  29.  Paragraph  (f)  entitled 
“Home  improvement  loans”  would  be 
deleted  since  under  12  U.S.C.  371,  as 
amended,  a  bank  may  now  make  cer¬ 
tain  loans  secured  by  junior  liens  even 
though  relying  on  real  estate  as  securi¬ 
ty.  The  heading  to  paragraph  (i) 
would  be  changed  from  “Interim  fi¬ 
nancing  and  mortgage  w'arehousing” 
to  “Interim  financing.”  Paragraph  (i) 
would  be  revised  to  reflect  a  statutory 
change  to  12  U.S.C.  371,  a  change 
which  may  affect  situations  other 
than  the  warehousing  of  real  estate 
loans. 

3.  Section  7.2005.  would  be  revised 
and  shortened  for  the  purpose  of  clari¬ 
fication. 

4.  Section  7.2020.  Paragraph  (f) 
would  be  deleted  since  the  changes  to 
12  U.S.C.  371  now  specifically  set  forth 
requirements  for  loans  secured  by  un¬ 
developed  property. 

5.  Section  7.2040.  The  reference  to 
§  7.2000(d)  in  paragraph  (b)  would  be 
changed  to  §  7.2000(c).  Paragraph  (f) 
would  be  revised  to  reflect  a  statutory 
change  and  to  clarify  the  wording 
thereof.  Paragraph  (g)  would  be  re¬ 
vised  to  make  it  clear  that  loans  se¬ 
cured  by  a  cover-all  or  open-end  mort¬ 
gage,  where  the  bank  is  relying  pri¬ 
marily  on  the  real  estate  as  security, 
must  be  combined  to  determine  if  the 


requirements  of  12  U.S.C.  371  have 
been  met. 

6.  Section  7.2100.  would  be  deleted 
since  the  conditions  under  which  na¬ 
tional  banks  may  make  real  estate 
loans  are  set  forth  in  12  U.S.C.  371. 

7.  Section  7.2120.  Paragraph  (b) 
W'Ould  be  revised  to  reflect  statutory 
changes  with  no  substantial  change 
from  the  current  ruling. 

8.  Section  7.2125.  Paragraph  (a) 
would  be  revised  to  include  the  sen¬ 
tence.  “The  period  between  payments 
cannot  exceed  one  year.”  This  change 
would  incorporate  a  portion  of  the  re¬ 
quirement  currently  contained  in 
paragraph  (d)  which  would  be  deleted. 
Paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  would  be  re¬ 
vised  to  reflect  the  new  amortization 
requirement  of  12  U.S.C.  371  which  is 
basically  a  relaxation  of  the  previous 
amortization  requirement. 

9.  Sections  7.2145.  Paragraph  (e) 
would  be  deleted  since  leasehold  loans 
are  treated  separately  in  §  7.2200. 
Paragraph  (f)  would  be  deleted  since 
guarantees  of  a  state  or  political  subdi¬ 
vision  are  dealt  with  in  12  U.S.C.  371 
(a)(2). 

10.  Section  7.2155.  Paragraph  (b) 
would  be  revised  to  reflect  the  statu¬ 
tory  changes  which  provide  for  a  less 
restrictive  limitation  on  the  maximum 
permissable  aggregate  of  real  estate 
loans. 

11.  Section  7.2170.  Would  be  deleted 
and  national  banks  should  refer  to  the 
“Instructions  for  Preparation  of  Con¬ 
solidated  Reports  of  Condition  and 
Reports  of  Income  of  National  Bank¬ 
ing  Associations”  for  the  proper  treat¬ 
ment  of  mortgages  which  are  pur¬ 
chased  at  a  premium  or  discount. 

12.  Section  7.2190.  Would  be  revised 
to  reflect  the  statutory  changes  which 
provide  for  less  restrictive  amortiza¬ 
tion  requirements. 

13.  Section  7.2200.  Paragraph  (b) 
would  be  revised  to  conform  the  amor¬ 
tization  of  real  estate  loans  secured  by 
leaseholds  with  the  requirement  of 
§  7.2125. 

14.  Section  7.2400.  Paragraph  (b) 
would  be  deleted  since  the  statutory 
changes  make  interpretation  unneces¬ 
sary.  Paragraph  (c)  would  be  revised 
and  redesignated  as  §  7.2400.  The 
intent  of  the  proposed  change  is  to 
make  clear  that  a  building  primarily 
used  for  residential  purposes,  al¬ 
though  partially  used  for  commercial 
purposes,  is  still  considered  a  residen¬ 
tial  building  under  12  U.S.C.  371(c). 

15.  Section  7.2410  would  be  revised 
to  reflect  statutory  changes  with  no 
substantial  change  from  the  current 
ruling. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  drafters  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  were  Mr.  John  M.  Miller,  Deputy 
Chief  Counsel  and  Mr.  Richard  H. 
Neiman,  Attorney. 


Proposed  Amendment 

The  Comptroller  proposes  to  amend 
12  CFR  Part  7  by  revising  §§7.2000 
through  7.2145,  7.2155,  7.2170,  7.2190, 
7.2200,  7.2400,  7.2410,  and  7.2600  to 
read  as  follows; 

§  7.2000  Real  estate  loans. 

(a)  General  definition.  A  real  estate 
loan  within  the  meaning  of  12  U.S.C. 
371  is  any  loan  secured  by  real  estate 
where  the  bank  relies  upon  such  real 
estate  as  the  primary  security  for  the 
loan.  Where  the  bank  in  its  judgment 
relies  substantially  upon  other  factors, 
such  as  the  general  credit  standing  of 
the  borrow’er,  guaranties,  or  security 
other  than  real  estate,  the  loan  does 
not  constitute  a  real  estate  loan  within 
the  meaning  of  12  U.S.C.  371,  al¬ 
though  as  a  matter  of  prudent  bank¬ 
ing  practice  It  may  also  be  secured  by 
real  estate. 

(b)  Mortgage  taken  as  security  for 
debt  previously  contracted.  Where  a 
real  estate  mortgage  is  taken  in  good 
faith  to  secure  a  loan  previously  made, 
the  loan  so  secured  is  not  a  real  estate 
loan  within  the  meaning  of  12  U.S.C. 
371. 

Land  contracts.  Where  real  estate  is 
sold  under  a  contract  which  provides 
that  legal  title  thereto  is  not  to  be  con¬ 
veyed  to  the  purchaser  until  all  or  a 
specified  portion  of  the  purchase  price 
is  paid,  but  remains  in  the  seller  (or  in 
a  trustee)  as  security  for  such  pay¬ 
ment,  the  contract  plus  the  security 
title  retained  by  the  seller  constitute  a 
loan  secured  by  real  estate  which  may 
be  a  real  estate  loan  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  12  U.S.C.  371. 

Loan  secured  by  building  and  ma¬ 
chinery.  Machinery  and  equipment  in 
a  building  which  are  adapted  to  the 
use  being  made  of  the  land  and  build¬ 
ing,  and  which  are  Intended  to  be  per¬ 
manent  additions  thereto,  in  general 
will  constitute  a  portion  of  the  real 
estate  and  maybe  taken  into  account 
in  calculating  the  maximum  permissi¬ 
ble  loan  for  purposes  of  12  U.S.C.  371. 
This  standard  governs  the  application 
of  12  U.S.C.  371  to  national  banks 
throughout  the  country,  notwith¬ 
standing  that  the  law  of  the  particular 
state  is  otherwise  for  tax  or  other  spe¬ 
cial  purposes. 

(e)  Perfecting  personal  property  se¬ 
curity  interest  A  loam  made  in  reli¬ 
ance  upon  the  security  of  a  mobile 
home  will  not  be  considered  a  real 
estate  loan,  although  as  a  prudent 
banking  practice  the  security  interest 
is  recorded  or  otherwise  perfected  as  if 
the  mobile  home  were  real  estate. 

(f)  Reliance  on  rentals.  A  loan  made 
to  a  lessor  of  real  estate  in  substantial 
reliance  upon  the  creditworthiness  of 
the  lessee,  including  an  assignment  of 
rentals  to  be  due  from  the  lessee  fol¬ 
lowing  completion  and  occupancy  of 
the  leased  premises,  is  not  a  real  estate 
loan,  although  as  a  matter  of  prudent 
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banking  practice  the  loan  may  also  be 
secured  by  a  mortgage  upon  the  real 
estate. 

(g)  Interim  financing.  A  loan  se¬ 
cured  by  a  real  estate  mortgage  is  not 
a  real  estate  loan  if  there  is  a  valid  and 
binding  agreement  by  a  financially  re¬ 
sponsible  third  party  to  purchase  the 
loan  within  60  months  from  the  date 
of  the  making  of  the  loan. 

§  7.2005  Loans  secured  by  real  estate 
mortgages  of  others. 

Where  the  borrower  pledges  or  as¬ 
signs  a  real  estate  mortgage  of  another 
to  secure  a  loan  for  his  own  account, 
the  loan  is  not  a  real  estate  loan 
within  the  meaning  of  12  U.S.C.  371. 

§  7.2020  Improved  real  estate. 

(a)  General  requirements.  Generally, 
real  estate  is  improved  within  the 
meaning  of  12  U.S.C,  371  when  sub¬ 
stantial  and  permanent  construction 
or  development  has  contributed  sub¬ 
stantially  to  its  value. 

(b)  Improved  farm  land.  Farm  land  is 
improved  when  it  is  useful  for  agricul¬ 
tural  purposes  without  further  sub¬ 
stantial  improvements.  Agricultural 
purposes  include  animal  husbandry  as 
well  as  the  growing  of  crops.  Usefulness 
for  such  purposes  may  be  demonstrat¬ 
ed  either  by  actual  past  or  present  use. 
by  the  appraisal  of  persons  familiar 
with  the  value  of  agricultural  land  or 
by  both.  The  appraised  value  of  im¬ 
proved  farm  land  for  the  purpose  of  the 
limitations  contained  in  12  U.S.C.  371  is 
its  value  for' agricultural  purposes. 

(c)  Improved  business  and  residen¬ 
tial  property.  Business  and  residential 
property  is  improved  when  substantial 
and  permanent  improvements  have 
been  constructed  or  developed  on  the 
property,  or  when  its  value  has  been 
enhanced  by  such  improvements  in  its 
immediate  vicinity.  Examples  are: 

(1)  Land  upon  which  a  shell  home 
has  been  placed  on  a  permanent  foun¬ 
dation  and  connected  with  the  usual 
utilities. 

(2)  A  commercial  recreation  area 
which  includes  75  campsites  with 
picnic  tables,  tent  bases,  toilet  facili¬ 
ties.  fireplaces,  dockage,  and  a  beach. 

(3)  A  trailer  park  consisting  of  30 
sites  with  facilities  for  sewage,  run¬ 
ning  water,  and  electricity. 

(d)  Off-site  improvements.  Whether 
off-site  improvements  have  enhanced 
the  value  of  property  is  a  question  of 
fact  to  be  determined  in  each  case.  Ex¬ 
amples  of  real  estate  improved  by  off¬ 
site  improvements: 

(1)  Property  which  is  valuable  be¬ 
cause  the  improvements  of  a  devel¬ 
oped  urban  area  are  immediately 
available  to  it. 

(2)  Lots  in  a  housing  subdivision  for 
which  substantial  improvements  such 
as  streets,  water,  sewer,  and  other  util¬ 
ities  have  been  provided. 


(3)  Prime  industrial  property  en¬ 
hanced  in  value  because  it  is  located 
on  a  paved  street  with  utilities  and 
transportation  facilities  available. 

(4)  An  undeveloped  residential  tract 
almost  completely  surrounded  by  de¬ 
veloped  and  rapidly  developing  resi¬ 
dential  property,  and  which  is  adja¬ 
cent  to  a  major  university  campus  in 
the  process  of  development. 

§  7.2010  First  liens. 

(a)  General  definition.  A  first  lien  on 
real  estate  within  the  meaning  of  12 
U.S.C.  371  is  any  lien  which  grants  to 
the  holder  thereof  a  claim  against  the 
property  so  secured  which  is  prior  to 
the  rights  of  all  others  with  respect 
thereto.  Such  a  lien  will  normally  be 
created  by  an  instrument  in  the  form 
of  a  mortgage  or  deed  of  trust  but  may 
also  consist  of  a  judgment  which  by 
operation  of  law  creates  a  4ien  against 
certain  property  of  the  judgment 
debtor  or  a  land  contract  such  as  that 
described  in  §  7.2000(c). 

(b)  Effect  of  life  estates  and  similar 
claims.  A  mortgage  on  the  fee  simple 
interest  in  real  estate  which  is  subject 
to  an  existing  life  tenancy  or  other  Ex¬ 
isting  or  potential  claim  whereby 
under  local  law  the  interest  of  the  life 
tenant  or  other  claimant  may  vest  in 
whole  or  in  part  in  a  third  party  free 
of  the  mortgage  is  not  an  eligible  first 
lien  under  12  U.S.C.  371  unless  said 
third  party  joins  in  the  mortgage  or 
otherwise  agrees  to  subordinate  his  in¬ 
terest  in  the  mortgaged  property. 

(c)  Effect  of  certain  permitted  liens. 
(DA  mortgage  on  real  estate  will  be 
subject  from  time  to  time  to  various 
liens,  charges  and  encumbrances 
which,  although  they  may  be  para¬ 
mount  to  the  bank’s  security  claim  in 
the  form  of  a  mortgage,  do  not  sub¬ 
stantially  affect  the  value  or  use  of 
the  real  estate.  Liens  for  taxes  and  as¬ 
sessments  imposed  by  a  governmental 
body  for  the  current  year,  zoning  laws 
and  ordinances,  construction  liens  not 
yet  filed  or  relating  to  obligations  not 
overdue,  permits,  rights-of-way,  ease¬ 
ments,  leases  and  encumbrances  will 
not  prevent  such  mortgage  from  con¬ 
stituting  a  first  lien  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  12  U.S.C.  371. 

(2)  A  mortgage  on  real  estate  may  be 
a  first  lien  within  the  meaning  of  12 
U.S.C.  371  although  subordinate  to  an¬ 
other  lien  if  the  bank  (i)  holds  funds 
pledged  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  borrow¬ 
er  in  an  amount  sufficient  to  cover  at 
all  times  the  prior  lien  and  (ii)  may  at 
any  time  effect  payment  of  the  prior 
lien. 

(d)  Exclusion  of  oil,  gas,  or  mineral 
rights  from  lien  of  mortgage.  A  mort¬ 
gage  on  the  fee  title  to  realty  is  a  first 
lien  thereon  despite  the  fact  that  the 
mortgage  may  expressly  provide  that 
it  does  not  cover  oil,  gas  or  mineral 
rights.  This  is  true  regardless  of 
whether  the  mortgagor  has  already 


transferred  or  mortgaged  such  rights 
to  a  third  person  or  simply  retains 
such  rights  by  excluding  them  from 
the  lien  of  the  mortgage  given  to  the 
bank. 

(e)  Merger  of  first  and  second  liens. 
If  a  national  bank  holds  a  first  and  a 
junior  mortgage  on  real  estate  and 
there  is  no  intervening  lien,  the  com¬ 
bined  mortgages  will  be  regarded  as 
merged  into  one  qualifying  first  lien.  A 
lien  which  arises  only  upon  the  bank’s 
election  of  its  remedy  under  mortgage 
insurance  or  guaranty,  applicable  to 
the  first  lien,  is  not  an  intervening 
lien.  The  combined  indebtedness  will 
be  considered  a  single  loan  when  ap¬ 
plying  the  provisions  of  12  U.S.C.  371. 

(f)  "Cover-all"  or  "open-end"  mort¬ 
gages.  Mortgages  sometimes  contain  a 
provision  that  the  mortgaged  proper¬ 
ties  shall  secure  both  the  loan  for 
which  it  is  given  as  well  as  all  other 
present  and  future  indebtedness  of  the 
borrower  to  the  bank,  i.e.,  a  “cover-all 
clause”,  such  mortgage  being  fre¬ 
quently  termed  an  “open-end”  mort¬ 
gage.  In  such  case,  the  amount  of  all 
loans  made  by  the  bank  in  primary  re¬ 
liance  upon  the  security  of  the  real 
estate  must  be  added  together  to  de¬ 
termine  if  the  requirements  of  12 
U.S.C.  371  have  been  met. 

(g)  Personal  liability  of  mortgagor. 
The  requirement  of  12  U.S.C.  371  that 
a  real  estate  loan  shall  be  secured  by  a 
lien  on  real  estate  does  not  require 
that  the  mortgagor  have  personal  li¬ 
ability  for  the  mortgage  loan. 

§7.2100  [Deleted]. 

§7.2120  Participation  in  real  estate  loans. 

(a)  A  national  bank  may  not  invest 
in  real  estate  bonds  in  the  guise  of 
purchasing  a  participation  in  real 
estate  loans.  Fhtrehase  of  such  bonds 
shall  be  in  compliance  with  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Securities  Regulations  (12  CFR 
Part  1). 

(b)  However,  a  national  bank  may 
participate  in  the  making  of  a  real 
estate  loan  and  may  purchase  or  sell  a 
participation  in  an  existing  real  estate 
loan  if  the  participation  interest  of  the 
bank  is  adequately  protected  by  the 
terms  of  the  participation  agreement. 

§7.2123  Amortization  of  real  estate  loans. 

(a)  Amortization.  Amortization  re¬ 
quires  that  there  be  reduction  of  the 
principal  of  the  debt  during  the  life  of 
the  loan.  This  ordinarily  comtem- 
plates  a  regular  schedule  of  pasmients. 
Any  deviation  from  a  regular  schedule 
of  such  payments  should  be  based  on 
prudent  banking  judgment.  The 
period  between  payments  cannot 
exceed  one  year. 

(b)  When  amortization  is  required.  A 
real  estate  loan  must  be  amortized 
when  the  amount  of  the  loan  exceeds 
75  percent  of  the  appraised  value  of 
the  property  which  secures  it,  or  the 
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real  estate  is  improved  with  a  one-to- 
four  family  dwelling. 

(c)  Amortization  requirements  of  12 
V.S.C.  371.  When  amortization  is  re¬ 
quired.  payments  may  be  based  on  an 
amortization  schedule  of  not  more 
than  30  years,  even  though  the  term 
of  the  loan  may  be  less  than  30  years. 

§  7.2145  Real  estate  loans  insured  or  guar¬ 
anteed. 

(a)  Government-insured  loans. 
Where  the  bank  in  its  judgment  relies 
substantially  on  the  insurance  or  guar¬ 
anty  of  a  governmental  agency  in 
making  a  loan,  it  does  not  constitute  a 
real  estate  loan  within  the  meaning  of 
12  U.S.C.  371.  See  §  7.2000. 

(b)  Veterans  Administration  guaran¬ 
teed  loans.  Any  loan  at  least  20  per¬ 
cent  of  which  is  guaranteed  or  insured 
by  the  Administrator  of  Veterans  Af¬ 
fairs.  is  not  a  real  estate  loan  within 
the  meaning  of  12  U.S.C.  371  and, 
therefore,  not  subject  to  the  restric¬ 
tions  thereof. 

(c)  Private  mortgage  insurance  or 
guaranty.  Where  a  national  bank 
makes  a  loan  in  substantial  reliance 
upon  private  company  mortgage  insur¬ 
ance  or  guaranty,  the  loan  does  not 
constitute  a  real  estate  loan  within  the 
meaning  of  12  U.S.C.  371,  to  the 
extent  of  the  guaranty.  Appropriate 
evidence  to  demonstrate  justification 
for  such  reliance  should  be  retained  in 
the  bank’s  files. 

(d)  Real  estate  os  additional  securi¬ 
ty.  Where  the  bank  in  its  judgment 
makes  a  loan  in  substantial  reliance  on 
the  insurance  or  guaranty  of  a  govern¬ 
mental  agency,  private  company  mort¬ 
gage  insurance  or  guaranty,  the  credit- 
worthiness  of  the  borrower,  or  collat¬ 
eral  other  than  real  estate,  the  loan 
may  also  be  secured  by  real  estate  as  a 
matter  of  prudent  banking  practice  or 
because  such  security  is  required  by 
the  insurer  or  guarantor. 

§  7.2155  Maximum  aggregate  of  real  estate 
loans. 

(a)  In  general.  The  aggregate  out¬ 
standing  balance  of  real  estate  loans 
made  or  purchased  may  not  exceed  at 
the  time  of  making  a  real  estate  loan 
the  unimparied  capital  plus  the  umim- 
paried  surplus  of  the  bank  or  100  per¬ 
cent  of  the  time  and  savings  deposits 
of  the  bank,  whichever  is  greater.  Up 
to  ten  percent  of  the  total  permissible 
amount  of  real  estate  loans  need  not 
comply  with  the  individual  loan  re¬ 
strictions  of  12  U.S.C.  371. 

(b)  Existing  commitment  An  exist¬ 
ing  commitment  to  make  a  real  estate 
loan  is  not  includable  in  the  aggregate 
amount  of  real  estate  loans  which  a 
bank  is  permitted  to  make  under  12 
U.S.C.  371,  however,  once  funds  are 
extended,  they  would  be  included. 


§7.2170  [Deleted]. 

§  7.2190  Demand  and  short-term  real 
estate  and  construction  loans. 

(a)  A  real  estate  loan  which  is  re¬ 
quired  to  be  amortized  may  be  made 
on  a  demand  basis  if  provision  in  writ¬ 
ing  is  made  whereby  in  the  absence  of 
demand  the  entire  principal  of  the 
loan  will  be  liquidated  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  §  7.2125. 

(b)  Loans  made  to  finance  the  con¬ 
struction  of  industrial  or  commercial 
buildings  or  of  residential  “or  farm 
properties  may  come  within  paragraph 

(c)  of  12  U.S.C.  371,  even  though  they 
are  made  payable  on  demand  instead 
of  having  a  stated  maturity  of  not 
more  than  60  months,  provided  that 
the  parties  intend  that  the  loan  be 
paid  off  or  refinanced  within  the  60 
month  period,  and  provided  that 
demand  is  made  or  the  loan  paid 
within  such  period. 

§  7.2200  Real  estate  loans  secured  by 
leaseholds. 

Any  real  estate  loan  secured  by  a 
leasehold  within  the  meaning  of  12 
U.S.C.  371  must  comply  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conditions: 

(a)  The  leasehold  must  be  on  im¬ 
proved  real  estate.  See  §  7.2020. 

(b)  The  security  must  be  a  first  lien 
on  the  leasehold.  In  order  to  qualify  as 
an  acceptable  leasehold  for  security 
for  a  real  estate  loan  made  by  a  na¬ 
tional  bank,  the  covenants  and  restric¬ 
tions  contained  in  the  lease  which  pro¬ 
vide  for  forfeiture  or  reversion  in  the 
event  of  a  breach  must  not  be  more 
onerous  or  burdensome  than  those 
contained  in  leases  in  general  use  in 
the  area  in  which  such  bank  is  located, 
and  the  lease  should  permit  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  the  leasehold  by  the  lending 
bank  by  volimtary  conveyance  or  as¬ 
signment  by  the  lessee,  and  acquisition 
and  sale  under  judicial  process,  with¬ 
out  being  subject  to  such  restrictions 
as  would  jeopardize  recovery  of  the  se¬ 
curity  value  of  such  leasehold. 

(c)  The  security  instrument  must  be 
a  mortgage,  trust  deed,  or  similar  in¬ 
strument. 

(d)  The  loan  must  mature  at  least 
ten  years  before  the  date  on  which  the 
lease  is  due  to  expire.  This  require¬ 
ment  may  be  met  by  an  option  to 
renew  the  lease  for  a  period  of  ten 
years  beyond  the  term  of  the  mort¬ 
gage. 

(e)  The  loan  must  be  amortized  in 
accordance  with  §  7.2125. 

The  “appraised  value”  of  a  lease¬ 
hold,  for  the  purpose  of  12  U.S  C.  371, 
shall  be  determined  by  the  use  of  ac¬ 
cepted  and  reliable  methods  of  ap¬ 
praising  leasehold  values  including,  in 
areas  where  such  information  is  avail¬ 
able,  a  consideration  of  the  sales  prices 
of  comparable  leaseholds. 

§  7.2400  Construction  loans. 

Loans  made  to  finance  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  buildings  intended  primarily 


for  residential  purposes,  even  though 
some  commercial  use  may  be  made  of 
a  part  of  the  building,  are  considered 
loans  to  finance  construction  of  resi¬ 
dential  buildings  under  paragragh  (c) 
of  12  U.S.C.  371. 

§  7.2410  Construction  loans  held  beyond 
the  permissible  period. 

Construction  loans  which  have  been 
held  by  a  bank  for  a  period  exceeding 
60  months  and  which  are  secured  by 
liens  on  realty  are  to  be  considered 
real  estate  loans  subject  to  12  U.S.C. 
371.  The  total  amount  of  such  loans 
must  be  taken  into  account  in  deter¬ 
mining  whether  the  bank  can  make 
additional  real  estate  loans  within  the 
aggregate  limit  prescribed  by  12  U.S.C. 
371. 

§  7.2600  Loans  on  forest  tracts. 

Where  the  laws  of  a  state  permit  a 
valid  chattel  mortgage  on  standing 
timber,  a  loan  so  secured  is  not  a  real 
estate  loan  under  the  second  para¬ 
graph  of  12  U.S.C.  371. 

Dated:  January  13,  1978. 

John  G.  Heimann, 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4338  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6705-01] 

FARM  CREDIT  ADMINISTRATION 
(12  CFR  Part  613] 

BANKS  AND  BANKING 
Eligibility  and  Scope  of  Financing 

AGENCY:  Farm  Credit  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Farm  Credit  Admin¬ 
istration,  by  its  Federal  Farm  Credit 
Board,  has  under  consideration  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  its  regulations 
which  set  forth  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  for  obtaining  Federal  land  bank 
and  production  credit  association 
loans.  The  amendments  to  these  regu¬ 
lations  are  being  made  to  clarify  that 
aliens  admitted  lawfully  into  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residency 
qualify  for  Farm  Credit  loans.  Al¬ 
though  it  has  been  the  Farm  Credit 
Administration's  position  that  such 
aliens  are  eligible  to  borrow  from  Fed¬ 
eral  land  banks  and  production  credit 
associations,  it  has  now  been  conclud¬ 
ed  that  this  issue  should  be  addressed 
specifically  in  the  regulations.  Also 
clarified  is  the  eligibility  of  legal  enti¬ 
ties  of  which  essentially  all  of  the 
voting  control  is  held  by  citizens  or  eli¬ 
gible  aliens  and  which  are  established 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States, 
any  state,  Puerto  Rico  or  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

DATE:  Written  comments  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  March  15,  1978. 
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ADDRESSES:  Submit  any  comments 
or  suggestions  in  writing  (10  copies)  to 
Donald  E.  Wilkinson.  Governor,  Farm 
Credit  Administration,  Washington. 
D.C.  20578.  Copies  of  all  communica¬ 
tions  received  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  Interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  Director,  Public  Affairs  Divi¬ 
sion,  Office  of  Administration.  Farm 
Credit  Administration. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Jon  F.  Greeneisen,  Deputy  Gover¬ 
nor,  Office  of  Administration,  Farm 

Credit  Administration,  490  L’Enfant 

Plaza  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20578. 

202-755-2181. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Farm  Credit  Administration,  by 
its  Federal  Farm  Credit  Board,  has 
under  consideration  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  its  regulations  which  would: 

(1)  Redefine  "person”  to  include  a  per¬ 
manent  resident  alien;  (2)  clarify  that, 
to  be  eligible  for  Farm  Credit  financ¬ 
ing.  essentially  all  of  the  stock  of  a 
legal  entity  must  be  owned  by  United 
States  citizens  or  by  permanent  resi¬ 
dent  aliens  and  such  entity  must  have 
been  established  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  or  any  state,  Puerto 
Rico  or  the  District  of  Columbia;  (3) 
adds  May  17,  1972,  as  the  original  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  regulations  to  clari¬ 
fy  that  legal  entities  which  were  bor¬ 
rowers  prior  to  that  time  and  which  do 
not  change  materially  in  structure  or 
control  and  ownership  will  continue  to 
be  eligible  for  further  borrowing;  and 
(4)  clarify  the  word  “individual”  as  it 
is  used  to  define  “rural  resident”  to  in¬ 
clude  a  permanent  resident  alien.  In 
addition,  §613.3040  (a),  (b).  and  (c)  has 
been  restructured  for  clarity.  Chapter 
VI  of  Title  12  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  proposed  to  be  amend¬ 
ed  by  revising  §§613.3010,  613.3020(f); 
adding  §  613.3030(d);  and  revising 
§613.3040,  as  follows: 

Part  613— Eligibility  and  Scope  of 
Financing 

§  613.3010  Person  defined. 

For  the  purposes  of  determining  eli¬ 
gibility  under  these  regulations,  a 
“person”  means  (a)  an  individual  who 
is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  or  who 
has  been  lawfully  admitted  into  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence 
and  is  so  domiciled;  or  (b)  a  legal 
entity  in  which  essentially  all  of  the 
outstanding  stock  or  equity  and  voting 
control  is  directly  or  indirectly  owned 
by,  or  held  for  the  benefit  of.  such 
individual(s).  A  “legal  entity”  means 
any  partnership,  corporation,  estate, 
trust  or  other  entity  which  is  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  or  any  State  thereof, 
including  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico  or  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia.  and  which  is  legally  vested  with 
the  authority  to  conduct  a  business. 


§  613.3020  Farmers  and  ranchers. 

*  4r  •  •  * 

(f)  A  legal  entity  which  was  a  bor¬ 

rower  otherwise  eligible  to  borrow  on 
May  17,  1972,  the  original  effective 
date  of  these  regulations  and  does  not 
change  materially  its  entity  structure 
or  control  and  ownership  will  continue 
to  be  eligible  for  further  borrowing. 

*  •  •  •  • 

§  613.3030  Producers  or  har«’esters  of 
aquatic  products. 

•  •  •  •  « 

(d)  A  legal  entity  which  was  a  bor¬ 
rower  otherwise  eligible  to  borrow  on 
May  17,  1972,  the  original  effective 
date  of  these  regulations  and  does  not 
change  materially  its  entity  structure 
or  control  and  ownership  will  continue 
to  be  eligible  for  further  borrowing. 

*  *  •  •  • 

§  613.3040  Rural  residents. 

(a)  Definitions.  For  the  purposes  of 
nonfarm  lending  only,  the  following 
definitions  shall  apply: 

(DA  rural  resident  is  an  individual 
residing  in  a  rural  area  who  is  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States  or  who  has  been 
lawfully  admitted  into  the  United 
States  for  permanent  residence  and  is 
so  domiciled. 

(2)  A  rural  residence  is  a  single¬ 
family,  moderate-priced  dwelling  with 
appropriate  appurtenances,  which  is 
or  will  be  used  as  a  permanent,  year- 
round  home  by  the  applicant  and 
which  is  located  on  an  appropriate  site 
in  a  rural  area.  Rural  residences  may 
include  conventional  housing,  modular 
housing,  or  mobile  homes  which  are 
related  to  a  specific  real  estate  site.  A 
moderate-priced  dwelling  is  one  which 
provides  adequate  housing  not  in 
excess  of  the  living  standards  of  per¬ 
sons  in  the  middle  range  of  income, 
and  not  inconsistent  with  the  general 
quality  and  standards  of  housing  exist¬ 
ing  in,  or  planned  for.  that  area  of  the 
Farm  Credit  district.  Due  to  the  wide 
variations  in  housing  costs,  income 
levels  and  area  standards  for  housing 
the  value  of  moderate-priced  housing 
will  vary, 

(3)  A  rural  area  is  open  country 
which  may  include  any  city  or  village 
with  a  population  not  exceeding  2,500 
persons  or  any  rural  subdivision  whose 
design  is  determined  to  encourage  or¬ 
derly  development  pursuant  to  policies 
adopted  by  the  bank  board  for  such 
subdivisions.  A  rural  area  does  not  in¬ 
clude  cities,  subdivisions,  or  villages  as¬ 
sociated  with  a  larger  population 
center.  The  intent  is  to  avoid  lending 
in  concentrated,  high  density,  residen¬ 
tial  areas  or  villages  which  are  a  part 
of  an  urbanizing  area  surrounding  or 


immediately  adjoining  an  urban  area 
of  a  larger  population  center.  Rural 
areas  may  include  open  areas  which 
are  undeveloped  for  housing  and  still 
devoted  to  agricultural  use  within 
other  political  boundaries,  including 
"towns”  exceeding  2,500  persons  when 
so  designated  by  the  district  board  and 
approved  by  the  Farm  Oedit  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

(b)  Eligibility.  To  be  eligible  to 
borrow  as  a  rural  resident,  the  appli¬ 
cant  shall  establish  as  part  of  his  ap¬ 
plication  for  credit  that  he  is.  or  will 
become,  an  owner-occupant  of  the 
rural  residence  for  which  financing  is 
being  sought.  He  shall  not  have  rural 
home  loans  on  more  than  one  rural 
residence  at  any  time. 

(c)  Scope  of  financing.  Loans  may  be 
made  to  rural  residents  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  buying,  building,  remodeling, 
improving,  repairing  rural  residences, 
and  refinancing  existing  indebtedness 
thereon.  No  loan  shall  be  made  to  pur¬ 
chase  or  construct  a  rural  residence 
for  the  express  purpose  of  rental  or 
resale.  The  total  amount  of  credit  that 
may  be  extended  by  Farm  Credit  insti¬ 
tutions  for  eligible  purposes  shall  not 
exceed  85  percent  of  the  appraised 
value  of  the  rural  residence  securing 
the  loan. 


(Secs.  5.9.  5.12.  5.18.  85  Stat.  619.  620,  621.) 

Donald  E.  Wilkinson, 
Governor, 

Farm  Credit  Administration. 
IFR  Doc.  78-4303  Piled  2-15-78:  8:45  amJ 


[4910-13] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  AdminietraNon 
[14  CFR  Part  39] 

(Docket  No.  78-CE-l-ADl 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES.  Ce*»na  337/1337 
Serie*  Airplane*  Advance  Notice  of  Propoted 
Rulemaking 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTTION:  Advance  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  is  considering 
rulemaking  action  with  respect  to 
Cessna  337/T337  series  airplanes.  The 
contemplated  action  would  supple¬ 
ment  previous  rulemaking  actions 
(ADs  71-17-8  and  77-08-05)  which 
dealt  with  the  initiation  of  a  takeoff  of 
these  airplanes  with  the  rear  engine 
inoperative.  This  action  deals  with  a 
problem  which  may  result  from  the 
pilot’s  inability  to  immediately  detect 
and  respond  to  a  rear  engine  power 
loss  during  any  phase  of  the  takeoff 
and  the  initial  climb.  Since  possible  al- 
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temative  actions  available  to  the  PAA 
may  be  directed  toward  either  the  air¬ 
craft  or  the  operator,  the  agency  is 
seeking  comments  from  Interested  per¬ 
sons  regarding  the  feasibility  of  addi¬ 
tional  action  to  that  already  taken  in 
order  to  correct  this  problem. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  April  16,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  duplicate  to:  Regional 
Counsel,  Central  Region,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration,  Room  1558,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  601  Blast  12th  Street, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Donald  L.  Page,  Aerospace  Engineer, 

Engineering  and  Manufacturing 

Branch,  PAA,  Central  Region,  601  E. 

12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106, 

telephone  816-374-3446. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Invitation  for  Comments 

This  advance  notice  of  proposed  ru¬ 
lemaking  is  being  issued  in  accordance 
with  the  PAA’s  policy  for  the  early  in¬ 
stitution  of  public  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceedings.  An  “advance”  notice  is  issued 
when  it  is  found  that  the  resources  of 
the  PAA  and  reasonable  inquiry  out¬ 
side  of  the  agency  do  not  yield  a  suffi¬ 
cient  basis  to  identify  and  select  a  ten¬ 
tative  or  alternate  courses  of  action,  or 
where  it  would  be  helpful  to  invite 
public  participation  in  the  identifica¬ 
tion  and  selection  of  a  course  or  alter¬ 
native  courses  of  action  with  respect 
to  a  particular  rulemaking  problem. 
The  subject  matter  of  this  notice  in¬ 
volves  a  situation  contemplated  by 
that  policy. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  formulation  of  the  FAA 
action  by  submitting  such  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they  may 
desire.  Communications  should  identi¬ 
fy  the  docket  number  and  be  submit¬ 
ted  in  duplicate  to  the  address  speci¬ 
fied  above.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  the  date  specified 
above  will  be  considered  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  before  taking  additional 
action.  All  comments  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Counsel,  Central  Region,  PAA, 
for  examination  by  interested  persons. 
If  it  is  determined  to  be  in  the  public 
interest  to  proceed  with  regulatory 
action,  after  consideration  of  the  avail¬ 
able  data  and  comments,  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  will  be  issued. 

Scope  of  Problem 

Because  of  the  engine  arrangement 
on  the  Model  337  series  airplanes,  the 
pilots  of  these  airplanes  do  not  experi¬ 
ence  the  asymmetrical  thrust  yaw  pre¬ 
sent  on  conventional  twin-engine  air¬ 
planes  when  an  engine  loses  power. 


The  absence  of  this  cue  may  delay 
the  pilot’s  recognition  of  an  engine 
failure  especially  if  he  is  engaged  in 
some  phase  of  operation  demanding 
his  attention.  Also  the  lack  of  asym¬ 
metrical  yaw  under  single  engine  oper¬ 
ation  may  have  encouraged  some 
pilots  to  assume  that  single  engine  op¬ 
eration  is.  not  critical  and  consequently 
they  have  become  less  alert  to  and 
concerned  about  the  indications  of  an 
engine  power  failure  presently  given 
by  the  airplane. 

The  PAA  believes  that  some  acci¬ 
dents  have  happened  thit  would  not 
have  occurred  had  the  pilots  been 
more  informed  on  the  performance  ca¬ 
pabilities  of  the  airplane  with  an  inop¬ 
erative  engine  and  recognized  that  an 
engine  was  not  operating  during  ta¬ 
keoff. 

The  PAA  has  issued  ADs  71-17-8 
and  77-08-05  requiring  installation  of 
placards  in  the  cockpit  which  are  de¬ 
signed  to  notify  the  pilot  of  operating 
procedures  to  detect  an  engine  failure 
at  the  beginning  of  the  takeoff  and  to 
advise  him  that  he  should  not  initiate 
a  single  engine  takeoff. 

The  FAA  is  now  concerned  that  the 
average  pilot  may  not  immediately 
detect  the  change  in  cabin  noise  level, 
reduction  in  aircraft  acceleration,  and 
drop  in  fuel  flow  and  RPM  which  ac¬ 
company  the  loss  of  power  on  one 
engine. 

Data  from  a  1977  337G  Pilot’s  Oper¬ 
ating  Handbook  shows  that  at  maxi¬ 
mum  weight  on  a  standard  day  at  sea 
level  with  the  gear  and  flaps  up  and 
the  rear  engine  feathered,  the  air¬ 
plane  can  climb  at  a  rate  of  300  fpm 
(feet  per  minute).  If  the  rear  engine  is 
windmilling,  this  performance  is  re¬ 
duced  by  approximately  230  fpm.-  If 
the  landing  gear  is  not  retracted,  it  is 
reduced  an  additional  110  fpm.  The 
airplane  performance  is  also  decreased 
an  additional  130  fpm  by  the  landing 
gear  door  drag  during  the  retraction 
cycle.  Thus,  with  the  front  engine  at 
maximum  power,  the  rear  engine 
windmilling,  and  the  landing  gear 
down,  a  rate  of  sink  of  40  fpm  may  be 
expected  at  standard  sea  level  condi¬ 
tions.  Should  the  pilot  decide  to  raise 
the  gear,  this  rate  of  sink  could  in¬ 
crease  momentarily  to  as  much  as  170 
fpm  during  the  retraction  cycle.  This 
performance  will  depreciate  as  alti¬ 
tude  and  temperature  increase.  Al¬ 
though  this  decrease  in  performance  is 
similar  to  that  of  other  light  twins, 
PAA  inquiries  prior  to  issuance  of  AD 
77-08-05  have  disclosed  that  a  signifi¬ 
cant  number  of  337/T337  pilots  were 
under  the  impression  that  takeoff  in 
these  airplanes  with  an  inoperative 
engine  was  possible  and  not  signifi¬ 
cantly  dangerous. 

Topics  of  Inquiry 

The  PAA  believes  that  existing  ac¬ 
tions  have  reduced  the  probability  of 


rear  engine  power  loss  accidents.  How¬ 
ever,  since  the  question  of  pilot  recog¬ 
nition  of  rear  engine  power  failure 
during  the  takeoff  roil  and  initial 
climb  in  Cessna  337/T337  series  air¬ 
planes  has  not  been  resolved,  the  FAA 
is  considering  the  necessity  for  addi¬ 
tional  rule  making  or  other  action 
which  would  improve  the  probability 
that  the  pilot  will  detect  rear  engine 
p>ower  loss  and  take  appropriate 
action.  In  this  regard,  the  agency  is  es¬ 
pecially  interested  in  field  comments 
and  viewpoints  on  the  following: 

1.  Have  you  experienced  an  engine  power 
loss? 

(a)  During  what  phase  of  operation  did  it 
occur? 

(b)  Was  it  immediately  recognized? 

(c)  How  wa.s  it  recognized? 

2.  Do  you  monitor  the  engine  gauges 
during  Initial  ground  roll  and  takeoff  or  rely 
on  noise  level,  acceleration,  or  some  other 
means  (specify)  of  detecting  engine  power 
loss? 

3.  If  you  use  the  engine  gauges,  on  which 
power  plant  instrument!  s)  do  you  primarily 
rely  for  first  indication  of  engine  malfunc¬ 
tion  or  power  loss? 

4.  Using  the  technique  you  have  adopted, 
how  many  seconds  do  you  estimate  would 
elapse  between  engine  failure  and  detec¬ 
tion? 

5.  Should  the  response  to  this  Advance 
Notice  indicate  that  action  to  increase  the 
level  of  safety  in  the  operation  of  the  air¬ 
planes  is  warranted,  which  of  the  following 
actions  in  your  opinion  would  be  most  effec¬ 
tive: 

(a)  Modification  of  existing  or  Installation 
of  additional  power  plant  instrumentation 
to  provide  more  definite  and  pronounced 
warning  of  engine  malfunction  or  power 
loss. 

(b)  Requirement  of  a  specific  type  rating 
for  pilots  of  (interline  thrust  twin-engine 
airplanes. 

6.  Would  additional  nonregulatory  action 
by  the  FAA,  such  as  increased  emphasis  on 
this  problem  in  our  accident  prevention  pro¬ 
gram  and  during  the  biamiual  flight  review, 
raise  the  pilot’s  awareness  of  this  problem 
and  cause  him  to  operate  so  that  he  would 
detect  an  engine  failure  during  takeoff? 

7.  Do  you  have  suggestions  other  than  • 
those  addressed  above  for  reducing  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  takeoff  accidents  on  this  airplane 
resulting  from  undetected  power  loss? 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Donald  L.  Page.  Plight  Stan¬ 
dards  DivLsion,  Central  Region  and 
John  L.  Rtzgerald,  Jr.,  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel.  Central  Region. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  003,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421, 
1423);  sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  §  11.89,  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  Sec.  11.89).) 

Note;  The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821.  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 
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Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.  on  Febru¬ 
ary  1.  1978. 

C.  R.  Melogin,  Jr.. 
Director,  Central  Region. 
(FR  Doc.  78-4106  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  ami 


[4910-131 

(14  CFR  Part  39] 

(Docket  No.  77- WE-  27-AD] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

McDonnall  Oowglot  Model  DC-8  Seriet 
Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed' rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
amend  an  existing  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive  (AD)  applicable  to  McDonnell 
Douglas  Model  DC-8  Series  airplanes 
to  require  that  a  specific  pre-takeoff 
operational  procedure  be  used  by  oper¬ 
ators  to  detect  and  prevent  jamming 
of  the  elevator,  pending  incorporation 
of  an  elevator  position  indicator 
system. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  March  13,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to: 

Department  of  Transportation, 

Federal  Aviation  Administration. 

Western  Region;  Attention:  Regional 
Counsel.  Airworthiness  Rule  Docket. 
PO.  Box  92007,  Worldway  Postal 
Center.  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90009. 

Persons  affected  by  this  AD  may 
obtain  copies  of  applicable  McDonnell 
Douglas  service  information  cited  in 
this  AD  by  writing  to: 

McDonnell  Douglas  Corp.,  3855  Lakewood 
Boulevard.  Long  Beach,  Calif.,  90846. 
Attention:  L.  A.  Elisenberg,  CI-750-60. 

Also,  a  copy  of  the  service  informa¬ 
tion  may  be  reviewed  at,  or  a  copy  ob¬ 
tained  from: 

Rules  Docket  in  Room  916,  FAA,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20591,  or 

Rules  Docket  in  Room  6W14.  FAA  West¬ 
ern  Region.  15000  Aviation  Boulevard. 
Hawthorne,  Calif.  90261. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACrr: 

Jerry  J.  Presba,  Executive  Secretary, 
Airworthiness  Directives  Review 
Board.  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion.  Western  Region,  P.O.  Box 
92007,  Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los 
Angeles.  Calif.  90009,  telephone  213- 
536-6351. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may 


desire.  Information  on  the  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  impact 
that  might  result  because  of  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  rule  is  also  re¬ 
quested.  Communications  should  iden¬ 
tify  the  airworthiness  docket  number 
and  be  submitted  in  duplicate  to  the 
Department  of  Transportation,  Feder¬ 
al  Aviation  Administration.  Western 
Region.  Attention:  Regional  Counsel. 
Airworthiness  Rule  Docket,  P.O.  Box 
92007,  Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los 
Angeles.  Calif.  90009.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  before  the  closing  date 
will  be  considered  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor  before  taking  action  upon  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule.  The  proposals  contained  in 
the  notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
comments  received.  All  comments  will 
be  available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Air¬ 
worthiness  Rule  Docket  for  examina¬ 
tion  by  interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  the 
propo.sed  AD  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket. 

This  notice  proposes  to  amend 
Amendment  39-3118  (43  FR  1219),  AD 
78-01-15,  which  currently  requires  the 
installation  of  an  elevator  position  in¬ 
dicator  system  and  modifications  to 
improve  clearances  on  McDonnell 
Douglas  Model  DC-8  Series  airplanes. 
After  issuing  Amendment  39-3118,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  has  determined  that  a  preflight 
elevator  operational  check  procedure 
should  be  instituted  as  an  interim 
safeguard  to  detect  jamming  until 
such  time  as  the  elevator  position  indi¬ 
cator  system  is  installed.  Therefore, 
the  FAA  is  considering  amending 
Amendment  39-3118  by  requiring  a 
specific  prefllght  elevator  operational 
check  procedure  on  McDonnell  Doug¬ 
las  Model  DC-8  Series  airplanes. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Everett  W.  Pittman.  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division,  and  Richard  G. 
Wittry,  Office  of  the  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel. 

Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  by 
amending  Amendment  39-3118,  (43  FR 
1299),  AD  78-01-15,  by  adding  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  Paragraph  (a),  redesignat¬ 
ing  the  remaining  paragraphs  as  (b) 
through  (f),  and  changing  the  refer¬ 
ence  in  new  Paragraph  (f)  to  read 
*  •  in  accordance  with  Paragraph 
(c) . . 

(a)  Within  30  days  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,'  unless  already  accomplished, 
and  until  F*aragraph  (c)  of  this  AD  is  accom¬ 
plished.  install  the  following  placard  in  full 
view  of  both  pilots. 


Prior  to  Each  Takeoff,  Perform  am  Eleva¬ 
tor  Control  System  Check  in  Accor¬ 
dance  With  DC-8  Service  Bulletin  A27- 
264.  , 

(Secs.  313(a).  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  13.54(a).  1421, 
1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)):  14  CFR  11.85) 

Note:  The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1978. 

Kerman  C.  Bliss, 
Acting  Director, 

FAA  Western  Region. 
(FR  Doc.  78-4111  Filed  2-1S-78;  8:45  ami 


[1505-011 

(14  CFR  Fart  711 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  78-AEA-6] 

CONTROL  ZONE:  CAIOWELL,  N.J. 

Propated  Alteration 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc  78-3106  appearing  at 
page  4868  in  the  issue  of  Monday,  Feb¬ 
ruary  6,  1978,  in  the  twelfth  line, 
middle  column,  the  phone  number 
should  be  corrected  to  read,  “212-995- 
3391”. 


[4910-131 

(14  CFR  Part  75) 

(Airspace  D(Kket  No.  77-WA-25] 

AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 
Propofod  OesignatioN 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  pro¬ 
poses  to  designate  two  area  high  600 
series  (J630R  and  J632R)  area  naviga¬ 
tion  routes  as  area  high  800/900  series 
regulatory  area  high  routes.  This 
action  is  nece.ssary  to  convert  these 
routes  from  nonregulatory  to  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  Part  75  routes. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  March  16,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to: 

Director,  FAA  Alaskan  Region. 

Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division. 

Docket  No.  77-WA-25, 

Federal  Aviation  Administration. 

632  Sixth  Avenue, 

Anchorage,  Alaska  99501. 

The  official  dtxsket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location: 
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FAA  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel, 

Rules  Docket,  (AGC-24),  Room  916, 

800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
WashingtCMi,  D.C.  20591. 

An  inforraal  docket  may  be  exam¬ 
ined  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  John  Watterson,  Airspace  Regu¬ 
lations  Branch  (AAT-230).  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591:  telephone,  202-426-8525. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  identify  the  airspace 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Alaskan 
Region.  Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  632  Sixth  Avenue,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99501.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  March  16,  1978  will 
be  considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  The  propos¬ 
al  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  All  comments  submitted  will  be 
available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the 
Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM)  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attention: 
Public  Information  Center,  APA-430, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling  202- 
426-8058.  Communications  must  iden¬ 
tify  the  docket  number  of  this  NPRM. 
Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  future  NPRMs  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circu¬ 
lar  No.  11-2  which  describes  the  appli¬ 
cation  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  D  of  Part  75  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  75)  to  designate  J630R  and  J632R 
series  routes  as  series  800/900  area 
high  regulatory  routes.  These  routes 
are  currently  established  and  pub¬ 
lished  on  the  en  route  high  altitude 
Alaska  Chart  and  are  in  operational 
use.  These  routes  are  expected  to  be  in 
frequent  use  by  more  than  one  user 
operating  to  and  from  Anchorage, 
Alaska,  and  the  agency  believes  it  is  in 


the  public  interest  to  convert  these 
routes  to  area  high  routes  designated 
in  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  Part 
75. 

Draftins  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  John  Watterson,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  and  Jack  P.  Zimmer¬ 
man,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  AMENDMEirr 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me.  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration  proposes  to 
amend  Subpart  D  of  Part  75  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  75)  as  republished  (43  FR  730)  as 
follows: 

In  §  75.400  the  following  is  added: 

1.  J888K  AMOTT-RHODE 

AMOTT  60*5404  N..  151*17'12  'W.  Anchor¬ 
age,  Alaska 

MALOS  60“49'00'  N.,  155°00'00  W.  King 

Salmon,  Alaska 

MOUSY  60"44'00"N.,  157'00  00"W.  Bethel, 
Alaska 

KULIK  60'29T5'N..  161*44-30”W.  Bethel. 

RHODE  60T9'10  N.,  164‘0946' W.  Bethel, 
Alaska 

2.  J996R  CAPE  NEWENHAM-AMOTT 

Cape  Newenham  58'^39'24''N..  162°04’25"W. 
King  Salmon,  Alaska 

NERKA  59’26  00  N.,  158'55'00  "W.  King 

Salmon,  Alaska 

CXARK  60'15'30"N..  154'58'00"W.  King 

Salmon,  Alaska 

AMOTT  60“54  04  N..  151*17T2"W.  Anchor¬ 
age,  Alaska 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a),  1354(a)).  sec.  6(0, 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c));  14  CFR  11.65.) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Elconomic 
Impact  Statement  under  Executive  Order 
11821,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11949,  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  9,  1978. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
IFR  Doc.  78-4107  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am) 


[6320-01] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[14  CFR  Ports  371,  378a] 

[SPDR-61:  Docket  No.  31520:  Dated: 
October  14.  1977] 

INTERIM  LIBERALIZATION  OF  CHARTER  RULES 
Proposed  Ruiomalcing;  Corrortion 
AGENCY:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  instituted  this 
proceeding  to  liberalize  its  charter 


rules  on  an  interim  basis  in  response 
to  recent  discounts  of  scheduled  air¬ 
line  fares.  The  Board  is  now  issuing  an 
erratum  to  correct  an  inadvertent 
omission  in  the  preamble  to  the 
notice. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Robert  Kneisley,  Office  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel.  Civil  Aeronautics 

Board,  202-673-5442. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
In  FR  Doc.  77-30647  published  at  42 
FR  55823,  October  19.  1977  the  follow¬ 
ing  correction  should  be  made:  On 
page  55824,  in  the  third  column,  lines 
8  and  9  in  footnote  9  should  read  as 
follows:  “NACA  (Docket  31317),  and 
Council  on  International  Eklucational 
Exchange  (Docket  31399),  will  be  ad¬ 
dressed  in  that  proceeding”. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

February  9,  1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4365  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am) 


[6750-01] 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
[16  CFR  Port  13] 

[File  No.  762  30401 

TOWNSMAN-CENCO  INTERNATIONAL,  LTD.,  ET 
AL 

Content  Agreement  with  Analytit  To  Aid 
Public  Comment 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 

ACTION:  Provisional  consent  agree¬ 
ment. 

SUMMARY:  In  settlement  of  alleged 
violations  of  Federal  law  prohibiting 
unfair  acts  and  practices  and  unfair 
methods  of  competition,  this  provi¬ 
sionally  accepted  consent  agreement, 
among  other  things,  would  require  a 
New  York  City  importer,  manufactur¬ 
er  and  distributor  of  clothing  products 
to  cease  misrepresenting  or  failing  to 
properly  identify  the  wool  and  fiber 
content  of  their  products. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  April  17,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  di¬ 
rected  to:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission,  6th  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20580 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Albert  H.  Kramer,  Director,  Bureau 
of  Consumer  Protection,  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580,  202-523-3727. 

SUPPIEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Pursuant  to  section  6(f)  of  the  Federal 
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Trade  Commission  Act,  38  Stat.  721,  15 
U.S.C.  46  and  §  2.34  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  (16  CFR  2.34), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  consent  agreement  containing  a 
consent  order  to  cease  and  desist  and 
an  explanation  thereof,  having  been 
filed  with  and  provisionally  accepted 
by  the  Commission,  has  been  placed 
on  the  public  record,  together  with 
material  submitted  to  the  Commission 
that  is  not  exempt  from  public  disclo¬ 
sure  under  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act,  for  a  period  of  sixty  (60) 
days.  Public  comment  is  invited.  Such 
comments  or  views  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  and  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  and  copying  at  its 
principal  office  in  accordance  with 
§4.9(b)(14)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  (16  CFR  4.9(b)(14)). 

In  the  matter  of  Townsman-Cenco 
International,  Ltd.,  a  corporation,  and 
Newcastle  Imports,  Ltd.,  a  corporation, 
and  Seymour  Hertling,  and  George 
Center,  individually  and  as  officers  of 
said  corporations.  File  No.  762  3040 
Agreement  containing  consent  order 
to  cease  and  desist. 

The  Federal  ’Trade  Commission 
having  initiated  an  investigation  of 
certain  acts  and  practices  of  Towns¬ 
man-Cenco  International,  Ltd.,  and 
Newcastle  Imports,  Ltd.,  corporations, 
and  Seymour  Hertling  and  George 
Center,  individually  and  as  officers  of 
said  corporations,  hereinafter  some¬ 
times  referred  to  as  proposed  respon¬ 
dents,  and  it  now  appearing  that  pro¬ 
posed  respondents  are  willing  to  enter 
into  an  agreement  containing  an  order 
to  cease  and  desist  from  the  acts  and 
practices  being  investigated; 

It  is  hereby  agreed  by  and  between 
Townsman-Cenco  International,  Ltd., 
and  Newcastle  Imports,  Ltd.,  corpora¬ 
tions,  by  their  duly  authorized  offi¬ 
cers,  and  Seymour  Hertling  and 
George  Center,  individually  and  as  of¬ 
ficers  of  said  corporations,  and  counsel 
for  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
that; 

1.  Proposed  respondent  Townsman- 
Cenco  International,  Ltd.,  is  a  corpora¬ 
tion  organized,  existing  and  doing 
business  under  and  by  virtue  of  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  New  York,  with  its 
office  and  principal  place  of  business 
located  at  105  Fifth  Avenue,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10011. 

Proposed  respondent  Newcastle  Im¬ 
ports,  Ltd.,  is  a  corporation  organized, 
existing  and  doing  business  under  and 
by  virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  with  its  office  and  principal 
place  of  business  located  at  276  Park 
Avenue  South,  New  York,  N.Y.  10010. 

Proposed  respondents  Seymour  Her¬ 
tling  and  George  Center  are  officers  of 
said  corporations.  They  formulate, 
direct  and  control  the  policies,  acts 
and  practices  of  said  corporations,  and 
their  address  is  105  Fifth  Avenue,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10011. 


2.  Proposed  respondents  admit  all 
the  Jurisdictional  facts  set  forth  in  the 
draft  of  complaint  here  attached. 

3.  Proposed  respondents  waive:  (a) 
Any  further  procedural  steps;  (b)  The 
requirement  that  the  Commission’s 
decision  contain  a  statement  of  find¬ 
ings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law; 
and  (c)  All  rights  to  seek  judicial 
review  or  otherwise  to  challenge  or 
contest  the  validity  of  the  order  en¬ 
tered  pursuant  to  this  agreement. 

4.  This  agreement  shall  not  become 
a  part  of  the  public  record  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  unless  and  until  it  is  accepted 
by  the  Commission.  If  this  agreement 
is  accepted  by  the  Commission  it,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  draft  of  complaint 
contemplated  thereby,  will  be  placed 
on  the  public  record  for  a  period  of 
sixty  (60)  days  and  infomation  in  re¬ 
spect  thereto  publicly  released;  and 
such  acceptance  may  be  withdrawn  by 
the  Commission  if  comments  or  views 
submitted  to  the  Commission  disclose 
facts  or  considerations  which  indicate 
that  the  order  contained  in  the  agree¬ 
ment  is  inappropriate,  improper,  or  in¬ 
adequate. 

5.  This  agreement  is  for  settlement 
purposes  only  and  does  not  constitute 
an  admission  by  proposed  respondents 
that  the  law  has  been  violated  as  al¬ 
leged  in  the  draft  of  complaint  here 
attached. 

6.  This  agreement  contemplates  that 
if  it  is  accepted  by  the  Commission, 
and  if  -such  acceptance  is  not  subse¬ 
quently  withdrawn  by  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  2.34  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may,  without  further  notice  to 
proposed  respondents:  (1)  Issue  its 
complaint  corresponding  in  form  and 
substance  with  the  draft  of  complaint 
here  attached  and  its  decision  contain¬ 
ing  the  following  order  to  cease  and 
desist  in  disposition  of  the  proceeding; 
and  (2)  make  Information  public  in  re¬ 
spect  thereto.  When  so  entered,  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist  shall  have 
the  same  force  and  effect  and  may  be 
altered,  modified  or  set  aside  in  the 
same  manner  and  within  the  same 
time  provided  by  statute  for  other 
orders.  The  order  shall  become  final 
upon  service.  Mailing  of  the  complaint 
and  decision  containing  the  agreed-to- 
order  to  proposed  respondents’  ad¬ 
dress  as  stated  in  this  agreement  shall 
constitute  service.  Proposed  respon¬ 
dents  waive  any  right  they  may  have 
to  any  other  manner  of  service.  The 
complaint  may  be  used  in  construing 
the  terms  of  the  order,  and  no  agn’ee- 
ment,  understanding,  representation 
or  interpretation  not  contained  in  the 
order  or  the  agreement  may  be  used  to 
vary  or  contradict  the  terms  of  the 
order. 

7.  Proposed  respondents  have  read 
the  proposed  complaint  and  order  con¬ 
templated  hereby,  and  they  under¬ 
stand  that  once  the  order  has  been 


issued,  they  will  be  required  to  file  one 
or  more  compliance  reports  showing 
that  they  have  fully  complied  with  the 
order,  and  that  they  may  be  liable  for 
a  civil  penalty  in  the  amount  provided 
by  law  for  each  violation  of  the  order 
after  it  becomes  final. 

Order 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents 
Tow'nsman-Cenco  International,  Ltd., 
a  corporation,  Newcastle  Imports,  Ltd., 
a  corporation,  their  successors  and  as¬ 
signs,  and  their  officers,  and  Seymour 
Hertling  and  George  Center,  individ¬ 
ually  and  as  officers  of  said  corpora¬ 
tions,  and  respondents’  representa¬ 
tives,  agents  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporation,  subsid¬ 
iary,  division  or  any  other  device,  in 
connection  with  the  introduction,  or 
importing  for  introduction,  into  com¬ 
merce,  or  the  offering  for  sale,  sale, 
transportation,  distribution,  delivery 
for  shipment  or  shipment,  in  com¬ 
merce,  of  wool  products,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  and  “wool  product”  are  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Wool  Products  Labeling 
Act  of  1939,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from  misbranding  such  products 
by: 

1.  Falsely  and  deceptively  stamping, 
tagging,  labeling  or  otherwise  identify¬ 
ing  such  products. 

2.  Failing  to  securely  affix  to  or 
place  on  each  such  product  a  stamp, 
tag,  label  or  other  means  of  identifica¬ 
tion  showing  in  a  clear  and  conspicu¬ 
ous  manner  each  element  of  informa¬ 
tion  required  to  be  disclosed  by  section 
4(a)(2)  of  the  Wool  Products  Labeling 
Act  of  1939. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respon¬ 
dents  Tow’nsman-Cenco  International, 
Ltd.,  a  corporation,  Newcastle  Imports, 
Ltd.,  a  corporation,  their  successors 
and  assigns,  and  their  officers,  and 
Seymour  Hertling  and  George  Center, 
Individually  and  as  officers  of  said  cor¬ 
porations,  and  respondents’  represent¬ 
atives,  agents  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporate  or  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  import¬ 
ing,  advertising,  offering  for  sale,  sale 
or  distribution  of  clothing  in  or  affect¬ 
ing  conunerce,  as  “commerce”  is  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act,  as  amended,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from  misrepresenting 
such  products  on  invoices  or  shipping 
memoranda  applicable  thereto,  or  in 
any  other  manner. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respon¬ 
dents  mail  a  copy  of  this  order  by  reg¬ 
istered  mail  to  each  of  their  customers 
that  purchased  the  wool  products  de¬ 
scribed  in  this  complaint. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  corporations  shall  forthwith 
distribute  a  copy  of  this  order  to  each 
of  their  operating  divisions. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respon¬ 
dents  notify  the  Cc.mmission  at  least 
30  days  prior  to  an/  oroposed  change 


FEOCRAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  33— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  16,  1978 


6810 


PROPOSED  RULES 


in  the  corjxjrate  respondents  such  as 
dissolution,  assignment  or  sale  result¬ 
ing  in  the  emergence  of  succesor  cor¬ 
porations.  the  creation  or  dissolution 
of  subsidiaries  or  any  other  change  in 
the  corporations  which  may  affect 
compliance  obligations  arising  out  of 
the  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  each  indi¬ 
vidual  respondent  named  herein 
promptly  notify  the  Commission  of 
the  discontinuance  of  his  present  busi¬ 
ness  or  employment  and  of  his  affili¬ 
ation  with  a  new  business  or  employ¬ 
ment.  In  addition,  for  period  of  ten 
years  from  the  effective  date  of  this 
order,  each  respondent  shall  promptly 
notify  the  Commission  of  each  affili¬ 
ation  with  a  new'  business  or  employ¬ 
ment.  Each  such  notice  shall  include 
the  respondent’s  new  business  address 
and  a  statement  of  the  nature  of  the 
business  or  employment  in  which  the 
respondent  is  newly  engaged  as  well  as 
a  description  of  respondent’s  duties 
and  responsibilities  in  connection  with 
the  business  or  employment.  The  expi¬ 
ration  of  the  notice  provision  of  this 
paragraph  shall  not  affect  any  other 
obligation  arising  under  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall  within  sixty 
(60)  days  after  service  upon  them  of 
this  order,  file  with  the  Commission  a 
report,  in  writing,  setting  forth  in 
detail  the  manner  and  form  in  which 
they  have  complied  with  this  order. 

Townsman -C^ENCO  International,  Ltd., 

ET  AL. 

[FUe  No.  762  3040] 

ANALYSIS  OF  PROPOSED  CONSENT  ORDER 
TO  AID  PimUC  COMMENT 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  has 
accepted  an  agreement  to  a  proposed 
consent  order  from  Townsroan-Cenco 
International,  Ltd.,  Newcastle  Im¬ 
ports,  Ltd.,  and  Seymour  Hertling  and 
George  Center,  officers  of  the  corpora¬ 
tions. 

The  proposed  consent  order  has 
been  placed  on  the  public  record  for 
sixty  (60)  days  for  reception  of  com¬ 
ments  by  the  public.  Comments  re¬ 
ceived  during  this  period  will  become 
part  of  the  public  record.  After  sixty 
(60)  days,  the  Commission  will  again 
review  the  agreement  and  the  com¬ 
ments  received  and  will  decide  wheth¬ 
er  it  should  withdraw  from  the  agree¬ 
ment  or  make  final  the  agreement’s 
proposed  order. 

Townsman-Cenco  International, 
Ltd.,  and  Newcastle  Imports,  Ltd.,  are 
New  York  corporations  and  are  im¬ 
porters,  manufacturers  and  distribu¬ 
tors  of  clothing.  Seymour  Hertling  is 
President  and  George  Center  is  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  corporations.  They  control 
and  are  responsible  for  their  acts  and 
practices. 

The  complaint  alleges  that  the  cor¬ 
porations  imported  and  manufactured 


wool  blend  clothing  falsely  represent¬ 
ed  to  be  composed  of  a  substantially 
greater  percentage  of  woolen  fibers 
than  were  present  therein  and  sold  the 
clothing  with  labels  and  invoices  mis¬ 
representing  the  wool  content. 

The  consent  order  in  this  matter 
prohibits  Tow’nsman-Cenco  Interna¬ 
tional,  Ltd.,  Newcastle  Imports,  Ltd., 
and  Seymour  Hertling  and  George 
Center  from  misrepresenting  the  wool 
and  other  fiber  content  of  their  wool 
blend  clothing  and  requires  that  they 
mail  a  copy  of  the  order  to  their  cus¬ 
tomers. 

The  order  is  generally  designed  to 
prevent  deception  as  to  the  wool  con¬ 
tent  of  clothing  and  to  protect  the  cor¬ 
porations’  competitors  from  unfair 
competition. 

The  purpose  of  this  analysis  is  to  fa¬ 
cilitate  public  comment  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  order  and  it  is  not  intended  to 
constitute  an  official  interpretation  of 
the  agreement  and  proposed  order  or 
to  modify  in  any  way  their  terms. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  78-4200  FUed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6750-011 

(16CFR  Port  433] 

PRESERVATION  OF  CONSUMERS'  CLAIMS  AND 
DEFENSES 

PubRccrtion  of  Presiding  Officer’s  Report  Re> 
gording  Proposed  Amendment  To  Trade  Reg- 
iHotion  Rule 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 

ACTION:  Publication  of  presiding  offi¬ 
cer’s  report. 

SUMMARY:  On  February  5.  1976  the 
presiding  officer  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (41  FR  5305)  final 
notice  of  the  proposed  trade  regula¬ 
tion  rule  amendment  proceeding.  The 
presiding  officer’s  report,  required  by 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  for 
rulemaking  (16  CFR  1.13(f)),  consist¬ 
ing  of  his  summary,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  with  regard  to  the  proposed 
amendment,  has  been  made  public  and 
placed  on  Public  Record  No.  215-31. 
When  completed,  the  staff’s  report  on 
the  rulemaking  record  and  its  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  Commission  also 
will  be  made  public  and  notice  thereof 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
The  presiding  officer's  report  has  not 
been  adopted  or  review’ed  by  the 
Bureau  of  Consumer  Protection  or  re¬ 
viewed  or  adopted  by  the  Commission 
itself  and  its  publication  should  not  be 
interpreted  as  reflecting  the  present 
view’s  of  the  Commission  or  any  indi¬ 
vidual  Commissioner. 

DATE:  The  sixty-day  period  which  the 
rules  of  practice  for  rulemaking  (16 
CFR  1.13(g))  provide  for  public  com¬ 
ment  on  both  the  presiding  officer’s 


report  and  the  staff's  report  will  not 
commence  until  the  staff’s  report  has 
been  made  public  and  placed  on  the 
public  record.  Therefore,  comment  on 
the  presiding  officer’s  report  alone 
would  be  considered  premature  at  this 
time. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Christopher  W.  Keller,  Presiding  Of¬ 
ficer,  Bureau  of  Consumer  Protec¬ 
tion.  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C.  20580,  202-724- 
1037. 

Issued:  February  13, 1978, 

Christopher  W,  Keller, 
Presiding  Officer, 
Bureau  of  Consumer  Protection. 
[FR  Doc.  78-4276  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 

COMMISSION 

(17  CFR  Port  210] 

[Release  Nos.  33-5905,  34-14451,  35  20409; 

File  No.  S7-715] 

ACCOUNTING  PRACTICES— OIL  AND  GAS 
PRODUCERS 

Public  Hearing 

AGENCY:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Publication  of  Order  of 
Hearing. 

SUMMARY:  This  release  is  a  notice  of 
an  order  specifying  procedures  for  a 
public  hearing  on  proposed  rules  relat¬ 
ing  to  accounting  practices  for  persons 
engaged  in  the  production  of  crude  oil 
or  natural  gas.  The  Commission  an¬ 
nounced  its  intention  to  hold  this 
hearing  in  Release  No.  33-5892  dated 
December  22,  1977.  The  proposed  rules 
would  be  applicable  to  persons  subject 
to  the  filing  requirements  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  securities  laws  and  to  persons  en¬ 
gaged  in  petroleum  production  in 
filing  reports  which  include  financial 
information  with  the  Department  of 
Energy. 

DATES:  Comments  in  response  to  Re¬ 
lease  No.  33-5892  and  detailed  state¬ 
ments  and  position  papers  on  or 
before  February  24,  1978.  Request  to 
make  presentation  at  the  hearing  on 
or  before  March  3,  1978.  Text  or  out¬ 
line  of  presentation  to  be  made  at  the 
hearing  on  or  before  March  22,  1978. 
Additional  comments  on  (1)  matters 
discussed  at  the  public  hearing,  (2) 
material  placed  in  Public  File  S7-715, 
or  (3)  matters  otherwise  pertinent  to 
these  proceedings  may  be  submitted 
no  later  than  May  19, 1978. 

ADDRESS:  All  submissions  should 
refer  to  File  S7-715  and  should  be  sent 
to  George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secretary, 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  33— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  16,  1978 


PROPOSED  RULES 


6811 


Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C.  20549.  Comment  let¬ 
ters.  position  papers,  and  statements 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate. 
Twenty-five  copies  of  the  text  or  out¬ 
line  of  presentation  to  be  made  at  the 
hearing  should  be  submitted.  Hearing 
participants  are  encouraged  to  provide 
additional  copies  of  their  text  or  out¬ 
line  at  the  hearing  for  the  press  and 
the  audience.  All  submissions  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Richard  C.  Adkerson.  Office  of  the 

Chief  Accountant.  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission.  Washington. 

D.C.  20549,  202-755-1671. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
The  Commission  has  outstanding  two 
rulemaking  proposals  relating  to  ac¬ 
counting  practices  for  oil  and  gas  pro¬ 
ducers.  In  Release  No.  33-5861  dated 
August  31.  1977  (42  FR  44927).  the 
Commission  proposed  rules  pertaining 
to  accounting  measurement  standards; 
and  in  Release  No.  33-5877  dated  Oc¬ 
tober  26.  1977  (42  FR  57661),  the  Com¬ 
mission  proposed  rules  for  disclosure 
of  related  financial  and  operating  data 
by  persons  engaged  in  oil  and  gas  pro¬ 
ducing  activities. 

These  proposed  rules,  if  adopted, 
would  apply  both  (1)  to  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  presentation  of  financial 
statements  to  be  included  in  filings 
with  the  Commission  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  securities  laws;  and  (2)  to  the 
compilation  of  financial  and  related 
operating  data  for  reporting  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Energy  (the  “DOE”)  by 
persons  subject  to  the  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975,  Pub.  L.  94- 
163  (the  “EPCA”).  The  EPCA  requires 
the  Commission,  for  purposes  of  devel¬ 
oping  a  reliable  energy  data  base,  to 
assure  the  development  and  obser¬ 
vance  of  accounting  practices  to  be  fol¬ 
lowed  by  persons  engaged  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  crude  oil  or  natural  gas  in 
the  United  States.  The  Federal  securi¬ 
ties  laws  provide  the  Commission 
broad  authority  over  and  responsibil¬ 
ity  for  the  form  and  content  of  finan¬ 
cial  statements  to  be  included  in  fil¬ 
ings  with  the  Commission  required  of 
publicly  owned  companies. 

On  December  5,  1977,  the  Financial 
Accounting  Standards  Board  (the 
“FASB”)  issued  Statement  of  Finan¬ 
cial  Accounting  Standards  No,  19,  “Fi¬ 
nancial  Accounting  and  Reporting  by 
Oil  and  Gas  Producing  Companies.” 
Statement  No.  19.  which  becomes  ef¬ 
fective  initially  for  financial  state¬ 
ments  covering  fiscal  years  beginning 
after  December  15,  1978,  requires  all 
companies  engaged  in  oil  and  gas  pro¬ 
ducing  activities  to  adopt  retroactively 
a  form  of  the  successful  efforts 
method  of  accounting  for  costs  in¬ 
curred  in  exploring  for  and  developing 


oil  and  gas  reserves.  Generally,  the 
provisions  of  Statement  No.  19  re¬ 
quire,  among  other  things,  that  explo¬ 
ration  costs  which  cannot  be  directly 
related  to  oil  and  gas  properties 
proved  commercial  by  drilling  oper¬ 
ations  be  charged  against  earnings  as 
incurred. 

In  accordance  with  the  policies  ex¬ 
pressed  in  Accounting  Series  Release 
Nos.  4  dated  April  25.  1938  (11  FR 
10913),  and  150  dated  December  20, 
1973  (39  FR  1260),  companies,  unless 
the  Commission  determines  otherwise, 
will  be  required  to  adhere  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Statement  No.  19  in  preparing 
and  presenting  financial  statements 
included  in  filings  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  securities  laws.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  expects  to  conclude  the  proceed¬ 
ings  described  in  this  release  prior  to 
December  15,  1978. 

The  Commission  in  Release  No.  33- 
5892  dated  December  22.  1977  (42  FR 
887),  solicited  further  public  comment 
on  its  outstanding  rulemaking  propos¬ 
als  issued  in  Release  Nos.  33-5861  and 
33-5877.  The  EPCA  authorizes  the 
Commission  to  recognize  or  otherwise 
rely  on  accounting  practices  developed 
by  the  FASB  in  lieu  of  prescribing 
such  practices  by  rule.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  solicited  written  comments  on 
whether  it  should  so  rely  on  the  FASB 
in  Release  No.  33-5892.  In  that  release, 
the  Commission  also  announced  its  in¬ 
tention  to  conduct  a  public  hearing  re¬ 
lating  to  its  proceedings.  Procedures 
for  this  hearing  are  presented  below. 

As  stated  in  Release  No.  33-5892,  the 
objectives  of  soliciting  written  com¬ 
ments  and  conducting  a  public  hearing 
on  these  matters  are  to  determine 
whether  the  Conunission  should 
adopt,  with  any  appropriate  revisions, 
the  rules  proposed  in  Release  Nos.  33- 
5861  and  33-5877.  Specifically,  in  light 
of  the  issuance  of  FASB  Statement 
No.  19,  these  proceedings  are  expected 
to  provide  information  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  concerning  the  following  ques¬ 
tions: 

1.  What  are  the  most  appropriate  fi¬ 
nancial  accounting  and  reporting  stan¬ 
dards  for  oil  and  gas  producing  activi¬ 
ties  for  purposes  of  reporting  to  the 
DOE  pursuant  to  the  EPCA? 

2.  What  are  the  most  appropriate 
such  standards  for  purposes  of  the 
preparation  of  financial  statements  to 
be  included  in  filings  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  under  the  Federal  securities 
laws? 

Interested  persons  are  directed  to 
Release  Nos.  33-5861,  33-5877,  and  33- 
5892  for  additional  discussions  relating 
to  the  Commission’s  proceedings. 

Procedure  for  Public  Hearing 

The  Commission  has  ordered  a 
public  hearing  in  connection  with  its 
informal  rulemaking  proceedings  initi¬ 
ated  in  Release  Nos.  33-5861  and  33- 
5877.  This  hearing  is  being  conducted 


to  provide  an  opportunity  for  the 
Commission  and  its  staff  to  direct  in¬ 
quiries  to  participants  in  the  hearing 
concerning  their  positions  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  interested  persons  an  opportunity 
for  oral  presentations  of  their  views. 

The  hearing  will  commence  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  at  Georgetown  Universi¬ 
ty  Law  Center,  600  New  Jersey  Avenue 
NW.,  at  9  a.m„  on  Wednesday,  March 
29,  1978,  and  continue,  if  necessary,  on 
each  week  day  through  Friday,  April 
7,  1978.  The  hearing  will  commence  in 
Houston,  Tex.,  at  the  Albert  Thomas 
Convention  Center,  Room  106,  612 
Smith  Street,  at  9  a.m.,  on  Tuesday, 
April  11,  1978,  and  continue,  if  neces¬ 
sary,  through  Friday,  April  14,  1978.  A 
schedule  of  the  presentations  to  be 
made  each  day  of  the  hearing  will  be 
published  in  the  SEC  News  Digest. 

The  hearing  will  be  conducted  for 
the  Commission  by  the  Office  of  the 
Chief  Accountant.  A.  Clarence  Samp¬ 
son,  Acting  Chief  Accountant;  Richard 
M.  Hewitt,  Administrator  of  the  Fort 
Worth  Regional  Office;  Richard  C, 
Adkerson;  and  Gretta  Powers  have 
been  designated  as  hearing  officers  of 
the  Commission.  The  Commission  will 
issue  orders  designating  additional 
hearing  officers  as  necessary. 

Any  person  or  group  wishing  to 
make  an  oral  presentation  at  the 
public  hearing  must  notify  Richard  C. 
Adkerson  of  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
Accountant  at  the  address  set  forth 
above  no  later  than  March  3,  1978. 
Persons  who  previously  notified  the 
Commission  of  their  intention  to  make 
an  oral  presentation  at  the  hearing  are 
requested  to  confirm  their  intention  in 
writing.  Presentations  at  the  hearing 
will  be  limited  generally  to  20  minutes 
for  each  person  or  group  and  its  repre¬ 
sentatives.  Requests  for  additional 
time,  if  desired,  should  be  submitted 
to  Richard  C.  Adkerson  no  later  than 
March  3.  1978.  Additional  time  may  be 
granted  and  the  20  minute  limit  ex¬ 
tended  at  the  sole  discretion  of  the 
hearing  officer. 

Participants  in  the  hearing  are 
urged  to  limit  oral  presentations  to  a 
summation  or  elaboration  of  their  po¬ 
sitions  and  to  comments  on  the  writ¬ 
ten  or  oral  positions  of  other  commen¬ 
tators.  as  opposed  to  a  reading  of  com¬ 
ments  previously  submitted.  Partici¬ 
pants  are  encouraged  to  limit  oral  pre¬ 
sentations  to  no  more  than  10  min¬ 
utes.  All  participants  should  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  respond  to  specific  inquiries 
from  the  Commission  and  its  staff.  In¬ 
terested  persons  may  submit  to  the 
hearing  officer  prior  to  the  hearing 
written  suggested  questions  to  be  di¬ 
rected  to  specific  participants  in  the 
hearing.  The  hearing  officer  will  de¬ 
termine  in  his  sole  discretion  whether 
and  to  what  extent  to  direct  such 
questions  to  the  participants. 

A  text  or  outline  of  the  presentation 
to  be  made  at  the  hearing  should  be 
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submitted  (25  copies)  not  later  than 
March  22,  1978.  Failure  to  submit  a 
text  or  outline  may  result,  at  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  hearing  officer,  in  pro¬ 
hibition  from  participation  in  the 
hearing.  Those  making  presentations 
are  encouraged  to  provide  additional 
copies  of  their  text  or  outline  at  the 
hearing  for  the  press  and  the  audi¬ 
ence.  As  indicated  in  Release  No.  33- 
5892,  detailed  statements,  position 
papers,  or  comments  should  be  sumit- 
ted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  no  later  than  February  24,  1978, 
for  consideration  by  the  Commission 
and  its  staff  prior  to  the  hearing. 

More  than  90  requests  to  make  oral 
presentations  at  the  hearing  have 
been  received  in  response  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  previously  announced  inten¬ 
tion  to  conduct  this  hearing.  A  list  of 
those  who  have  already  indicated  a 
desire  to  make  an  oral  presentation  is 
available  in  File  S7-715.  Because  of 
this  response,  it  may  be  necessary  to 
limit  the  number  of  oral  presentations 
to  be  made  and  to  require  that  persons 
or  groups  with  similar  views  make 
joint  presentations  or  appear  as  a 
panel  Persons  or  groups  with  an  inter¬ 
est  in  voluntarily  participating  in  a 
joint  presentation  or  panel  should  con¬ 
tact  Richard  C.  Adkerson  if  they  W'ish 
more  than  20  minutes  to  make  a  joint 
presentation. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearing  will  be 
prepared  and  made  available  in  Public 
Pile  S7-715  for  public  inspection.  As 
indicated  pre\iously,  participants  in 
the  hearing  and  other  interested  per¬ 
sons  may  provide  additional  written 
comments  after  the  hearing  through 
May  19,  1978. 

Material  Placed  in  Pubuc  File 

A  copy  of  a  research  report,  entitled 
"Pull  Cost  vs.  Successful  Efforts;  A 
Study  of  a  Proposed  Accounting 
Change’s  Competitive  Impact.”  which 
was  prepared  by  the  staff  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  been  placed  in  Public  File 
S7-715.  The  staff’s  study,  using  a 
market  model,  investigated  whether 
the  issuance  of  the  exposure  draft  of  a 
proposed  statement  on  oil  and  gas  ac¬ 
counting  by  the  FASB  in  July  1977  ad¬ 
versely  affected  the  prices  of  the 
common  stock  of  full  cost  companies 
relative  to  successful  effort  companies. 
The  provisions  of  the  exposure  draft, 
with  certain  modifications,  were  subse¬ 
quently  embodied  in  FASB  Statement 
No.  19.  The  staff’s  study  concluded,  in 
summary,  that  the  evidence  revealed 
an  initial  adverse  impact  on  the  trad¬ 
ing  prices  of  full  cost  companies;  how¬ 
ever,  a  relative  price  recovery  for  the 
affected  group  of  companies  was  indi¬ 
cated.  Interested  persons  are  encour¬ 
aged  to  examine  this  research  report 
and  provide  comments  to  the  Comms- 
sion  on  the  research  techniques  used 
and  the  findings  of  the  study. 

In  addition,  copies  of  three  reports 
on  research  undertaken  or  sponsored 


by  the  FASB  have  also  been  placed  in 
Public  Pile  S7-715:  (1)  An  interview  to 
ascertain  how  investment  and  credit 
decisions  regarding  oil  and  gas  produc¬ 
ing  companies  are  reached:  (2)  a  tele¬ 
phone  interview  survey  of  senior  ex¬ 
ecutive  officers  of  27  relatively  small 
and  medium  sized,  publicly  traded,  oil 
and  gas  producing  companies  which 
follow  the  successful  efforts  method  of 
accounting  to  ascertain  whether,  in 
the  judgment  of  those  interviewed, 
the  use  of  successful  efforts  account¬ 
ing  adversely  affected  the  ability  of 
their  companies  to  raise  capital  to  fi¬ 
nance  their  operations;  and  (3)  a  study 
of  the  effect  on  the  market  prices  of 
common  stock  issued  by  oil  and  gas 
producing  companies  resulting  from 
the  issuance  of  the  FASB’s  July  1977 
exposure  draft  on  oil  and  gas  account¬ 
ing. 

Public  File  S7-715  also  contains 
copies  of  certain  articles,  publications, 
etc.  (or  references  to  publicly  available 
documents  of  this  nature)  which 
relate  to  issues  under  consideration  by 
the  Commssion  in  these  proceedings 
and  correspondence  involving  the 
Commission  and  its  staff  pertaining  to 
this  proceeding. 

File  S7-715  is  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Reference  Room,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Persons  wishing  to 
provide  other  information  for  the 
Commission’s  consideration  or  to  com¬ 
ment  on  the  information  In  the  public 
file  are  encouraged  to  do  so.  Submis¬ 
sions  should  be  made  at  the  earliest 
date  practicable  but  no  later  than  May 
19,  1978.  Copies  of  all  submissions  will 
be  placed  in  Pile  S7-715  and  made 
available  for  public  inspection. 

This  hearing  has  been  ordered  by 
the  Commission  in  connection  with  its 
rulemaking  proceedings  pursuant  to 
sections  6,  7.  8,  10  and  19(a),  and  21  (15 
U.S.C.  77f,  77g,  77h,  77j.  77s(a)  and 
77u)  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  sec¬ 
tions  12,  13,  14,  15(d),  21(a),  22  and  23 
(15  U.S.C.  181.  78m,  78n,  78o(d),  78u(a), 
78v,  78w')  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934;  sections  5(b),  14,  18,  19, 
and  20(a)  (15  U.S.C.  79e(b),  79n,  79r. 
79s,  79t(a))  of  the  Public  Utility  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  of  1935;  and  sections 
503  (Pub.  L.  94-163)  of  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary, 

February  10, 1978. 

tFR  Doc.  78-4234  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Intvrnal  R«v«nu«  Scrvic* 

(26CFR  Port  301] 

(LR-265-741 

ANNUAL  REGISTRATION  FOR  EMPLOYEE 
RETIREMENT  BENEFIT  PLANS 

PropoMd  Rulamalting 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  78-1407  appearing  at 
page  2892  in  the  issue  for  Friday,  Jan¬ 
uary  20,  1978,  the  following  changes 
should  be  made; 

1,  On  page  2895,  In  the  second 
column,  the  eighth  line  of  the  first  in¬ 
complete  paragraph  should  read 
"quired  by  section  6057(e)  and  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of”. 

2.  On  Page  2896,  in  the  second 
column,  the  third  line  of  §301.6690-1 
should  read  "§  301.6057-l(d)  to  furnish 
a  statement”. 


[4810-35] 

Bureau  of  Government  Financial  Operation* 
[31  CFR  Port  223) 

SURETY  COMPANIES  DOING  BUSINESS  WITH 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

Revision  of  Regulations  Relating  to  Application 
and  Renewal  Foot 

AGENCY;  Bureau  of  Government  Fi¬ 
nancial  Operations.  Treasury. 

ACTION;  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  the 
Treasury  proposes  to  amend  its  regula¬ 
tions  relating  to  surety  companies 
doing  business  with  the  United  States 
in  order  to  delete  references  to  fee 
amounts.  Fees  charged  to  surety  com¬ 
panies  applying  for,  or  seeking  renew¬ 
al  of,  certificates  of  authority  to  do 
business  with  the  United  States  usual¬ 
ly  change  annually  and  associated  ru¬ 
lemaking  requirements  have  been 
found  to  significantly  impede  agency 
operations.  The  proposed  rule  is  in¬ 
tended  to  improve  the  timeliness  of 
agency  actions  relating  to  surety  com¬ 
pany  certificates  of  authority. 

DATES:  Comments  on  this  proposal 
must  be  received  on  or  before  March  8, 
1978.  The  proposed  effective  date  will 
be  March  20,  1978. 

ADDRESSES;  Comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  should  be  addressed  to  Mr. 
John  Newell,  Audit  Staff  (Surety), 
Bureau  of  Government  Financial  Op¬ 
erations.  U.S.  Department  of  the  Trea¬ 
sury.  Washington,  D.C.  20226. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACrr: 

Mr.  John  Newell,  202-634-5978. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Pursuant  to  authority  contained  in  31 
U.S.C.  483a.  fees  are  charged  by  the 
Treasury  to  recover  costs  related  to 
services  performed  for,  and  special 
benefits  conferred  upon  surety  compa¬ 
nies.  Such  services  and  benefits  consist 
of  review  of  financial  and  other  data 
submitted  by  surety  companies  in 
order  to  determine  whether  to  issue  to 
such  companies  certificates  of  author¬ 
ity  to  do  business  with  the  United 
States  as  sureties  on,  or  reinsurers  of 
recognizances,  stipulations,  bonds  and 
undertakings  under  6  U.S.C.  6-13.  The 
amounts  of  such  fees  are  determined 
in  accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A- 
25,  as  amended. 

Deletion  of  fee  amounts  from  Trea¬ 
sury  regulations  will  enable  the  De¬ 
partment  to  make  normal  fee  changes 
without  engaging  in  formal  rulemak¬ 
ing  procedures.  The  time  necessary  for 
such  rulemaking  has  resulted  in  shor¬ 
tening  of  the  time  between  surety 
company  receipt  of  annual  instruc¬ 
tions  for  preparing  data  needed  to 
assess  whether  renewal  of  such  compa¬ 
nies’  certificates  of  authority  is  war¬ 
ranted,  and  the  deadline  for  submis¬ 
sion  of  such  data  to  the  Treasury.  In¬ 
formation  on  fee  amounts  will  remain 
available  from  the  Assistant  Comptrol¬ 
ler  for  Auditing  and,  in  addition, 
notice  of  changes  in  fee  amounts  will 
be  published  in  the  P’ederal  Register 
as  they  occur. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  Part  223  of  31 
CFR  Chapter  II  as  follows: 

1.  By  revising  the  third  sentence  of 
§  223.2  to  read  as  follows: 

§  223.2  Application  for  certificate  of  au¬ 
thority. 

*  *  *  A  fee  shall  be  transmitted  with 
the  application  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  §  223.22(a)(1). 

2.  By  revising  the  second  sentence  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  9  223.3  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  223.3  Issuance  of  certificates  of  author¬ 
ity. 

(a)  •  •  ’A  new  certificate  of  author¬ 
ity  shall  be  issued  annually  on  the  1st 
day  of  July,  so  long  as  the  company 
remains  qualified  under  the  law  and 
the  regulations  in  this  part,  and  trans¬ 
mits  to  the  Assistant  Comptroller  for 
Auditing  by  March  1  each  year  the  fee 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  223.22(a)(3). 

3.  By  revising  §  223.12  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  223.12  Recognition  as  reinsurer. 

(a)  Application  by  U.S.  company. 
Any  company  organized  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  or  of  any 
State  thereof,  wishing  to  a^ply  for  rec¬ 
ognition  as  an  admitted  reinsurer 
(except  on  excess  risks  running  to  the 
United  States)  of  surety  companies 


doing  business  with  the  United  States, 
shall  file  the  following  data  with  the 
Assistant  Comptroller  for  Auditing 
and  shall  transmit  therewith  the  fee 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
9  223.22(a)(2). 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Application  by  a  U.S.  branch.  A 
U.S.  branch  of  an  alien  company  ap¬ 
plying  for  such  recognition  shall  file 
the  following  data  with  the  Assistant 
Comptroller  for  Auditing  and  shall 
transmit  therewith  the  fee  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  the  provisions  of 
9  223.22(a)(2). 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  •  A  fee  shall  be  transmitted 
with  the  foregoing  data,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  §  223.22(a)(4). 

4.  By  amending  9  223.22  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  223.22  Fees  for  services  of  the  Treasury 
Department. 


(c)  Specific  fee  information  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Assistant  Comptrol¬ 
ler  for  Auditing  at  the  address  shown 
in  §  223.2.  In  addition,  a  notice  of  the 
amount  of  a  fee  referred  to  in 
9  223.22(a)(l)-(a)(4)  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  each 
change  in  such  fee  is  made. 

Dated:  February  10,  1978. 

D.  A.  Pagliai, 

Commissioner,  Bureau  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  Financial  Oper¬ 
ations. 

(PR  Doc.  78-4278  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  ami 


[3910-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Deparfmant  of  tho  Air  Forco 
[32  CFR  Part  806b] 

[AP  Reg  12-35] 

AIR  FORCE  PRIVACY  ACT  PROGRAM 
Roviow  of  Initial  Rofusals 


(a)  Fees  shall  be  imposed  and  col¬ 
lected.  for  the  services  listed  in  para¬ 
graphs  (a)(l>-(a)(4)  of  this  section 
which  are  performed  by  the  Treasury 
Department,  regardless  of  whether 
the  action  requested  is  granted  or 
denied.  The  payee  of  the  check  or 
other  instrument  shall  be  the  Bureau 
of  Government  Financial  Operations, 
Treasury  Department.  The  amount  of 
the  fee  will  be  based  on  which  of  the 
following  categories  of  service  is  re¬ 
quested: 

(1)  Examination  of  a  company’s  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  certificate  of  authority 
as  an  acceptable  surety  on  Federal 
bonds  for  a  certificate  of  authority  as 
an  acceptable  reinsuring  company  on 
such  bonds  (see  9  223.2); 

(2)  Examination  of  a  company’s  ap¬ 
plication  for  recognition  as  an  ad¬ 
mitted  reinsurer  (except  on  excess 
risks  running  to  the  United  States)  of 
surety  companies  doing  business  with 
the  United  States  (see  9  223.12  (a)  and 
(b)); 

(3)  Determination  of  a  company’s 
continuing  qualifications  for  annual 
renewal  of  its  certificate  of  authority 
(see  9  223.3);  or 

(4)  Determination  of  a  company’s 
continuing  qualifications  for  annual 
renewal  of  its  authority  as  an  ad¬ 
mitted  reinsurer  (see  9  223.12(c)). 

(b)  In  a  given  year  a  uniform  fee  will 
be  collected  from  every  company  re¬ 
questing  a  particular  category  of  ser¬ 
vice,  e.g.,  determination  of  a  compa¬ 
ny’s  continuing  qualifications  for 
annual  renewal  of  its  certificate  of  au¬ 
thority.  However,  the  Treasury  De¬ 
partment  reserves  the  right  to  redeter¬ 
mine  the  amounts  of  fees  annually. 
Fees  are  determined  in  accordance 
with  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  Circular  A-25,  as  amended. 


AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Air 
Force,  DOD. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  AF  proposes  to 
amend  its  Privacy  Act  Procedures. 

The  proposed  change  would  give  in- 
dividuskls  who  have  been  denied  access 
to  their  records  a  way  to  appeal  that 
denial  to  the  Secretary  of  the'  Air 
Force.  This  procedure  would  parallel 
one  that  currently  exists  for  appealing 
denials  to  amend  records.  The  intent 
of  the  change  is  to  offer  individuals  an 
internal  appeal  process  they  can  use 
instead  of  litigating  an  initial  refusal 
to  grant  access. 

DATE:  All  material  received  on  or 
before  March  20.  1978,  will  be  consid¬ 
ered. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Direc¬ 
tor  of  Administration.  Headquarters 
United  States  Air  Force,  Room  5A266, 
Pentagon  Building.  Washington.  D.C. 
20330. 

FOR  FUR'niER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Captain  Robert  N.  Veeder,  Chief,  Air 
Force  Privacy  Act  Office,  HQ 
USAF/DADMP,  Washington.  D.C. 
20330,  phone:  202-767-4545. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  September  28,  1977,  the  AF  repub¬ 
lished  its  Privacy  Act  Program  (42  FTl 
51528).  The  specific  sections  of  the  Air 
Force  Privacy  Act  Program  to  be 
amended  are  §  806b.  13  of  Subpart  B 
(42  FR  51532):  and  §806b.l8  of  Sub¬ 
part  B  (42  FR  51533).  Publications 
errors  in  9  806b.l8  printed  in  42  FR 
51533  were  corrected  in  42  FR  56814, 
October  28,  1977.  This  rule  is  proposed 
under  the  authority  of  the  Privacy  Act 
of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-579,  sec.  3(f)  of  5 
U.S.C.  552a). 
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1.  It  is  proposed  to  revise  §  806b.l3  as 
follows: 

§  806b.l3  Denial  of  access. 

If.  in  the  judgment  of  the  Systems 
Manager,  a  legitimate  purpose  exists 
for  denying  access,  within  five  work¬ 
days  from  receipt  (not  counting  Satur¬ 
day.  Sunday,  and  legal  holidays),  the 
manager  will  forward  a  copy  of  the  re¬ 
quest  together  with  a  copy  of  the 
record  involved  and  the  reason!  s)  for 
recommending  denials,  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  Denial  Authority  identified  in 
§  806b.5(b).  The  Systems  Manager  will 
promptly  notify  the  requesting  indi¬ 
vidual  of  the  referral.  Only  a  Denial 
Authority  is  authorized  to  deny  access. 
A  Denial  Authority  who  decides  to 
deny  access  will: 

(a)  Promptly  notify  the  requesting 
individual  that  the  request  has  been 
denied  and  give  the  reasons  for  the 
denial. 

(b)  Tell  the  individual  that  he  or  she 
may  ask  for  a  review  of  the  decision  by 
sending  an  appeal,  through  the  Denial 
Authority,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force. 

(c)  Send  a  copy  of  the  refusal  letter 
to  the  Systems  Manager  who  has  the 
records, 

2.  It  is  proposed  to  revise  §  806b.I8  as 
follows: 

§  806b.l8  Review  of  initial  refusals  of 
access  or  amendment. 

(a)  An  individual  may  request  a 
review  of  the  initial  refusal  in  writing 
from  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  within  45  days  of  the 
denial.  The  request  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force.  Washington,  D.C.  20330,  and 
sent  through  the  Denial  Authority. 
The  Denial  Authority  will  forward  to 
HQ  USAF/DA,  Washington,  D.C. 
20330,  a  complete  file  consisting  of:  (1) 
The  request  for  review  and  any  rea¬ 
sons  in  support;  (2)  The  request  for 
access  or  amendment;  (3)  The  initial 
refusal;  (4)  A  copy  of  the  record  or 
portions  involved;  (5)  Any  records  or 
coordination  actions  that  relate  to  the 
initial  refusal;  (6)  Denial  Authority 
comments  on  any  statements  of  rea¬ 
sons.  arguments,  or  evidence  submit¬ 
ted  by  the  requester. 

(b)  The  Chairman,  who  will  be  a  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  directorate  of  Ad¬ 
ministration  (HQ  USAF/DA),  or  an¬ 
other  official  designated  by  the  Vice 
Chief  of  Staff  (HQ  USAF/CV),  will 
convene  the  Air  Force  Privacy  Board 
to  review  the  initial  denial.  Other 
members  of  the  Board  will  be  a  repre¬ 
sentative  from  the  office  of  The  Judge 
Advocate  General  (HQ  USAF/JA), 
and  from  an  Air  Staff  function  not 
having  primary  responsibility  for  the 
record  in  question.  If  the  record  is  the 
primary  responsibility  of  HQ  USAF/ 
DA  or  HQ  USAF/JA.  the  Vice  Chief  of 


Staff  will  designate  a  member  from 
another  Air  Staff  origanization  to  sub¬ 
stitute  on  the  Board.  The  Chairman 
may.  when  deemed  appropriate,  re¬ 
quest  the  assistance  of  subject  matter 
experts  to  advise  the  Board. 

(c)  Functions  of  the  Board  include; 

(1)  Reviewing  requests  submitted  in 
accordance  with  §  806.18(a);  and  (2) 
Providing  recommendations  to  the 
Office  of  the  Vice  Chief  of  Staff  of  the 
Air  Force. 

(d)  If  the  Office  of  the  Vice  Chief  of 
Staff  of  the  Air  Force  determines  that; 

(1)  Access  should  be  granted,  the  in¬ 
dividual  will  be  notified  promptly,  and 
the  appropriate  Systems  Manager  will 
be  directed,  through  the  Denial  Au¬ 
thority,  to  grant  the  individual  access. 

(2)  The  record  should  be  amended, 
the  individual  will  be  advised  prompt¬ 
ly,  and  the  appropriate  Systems  Man¬ 
ager  will  be  directed,  through  the 
Denial  Authority,  to  amend  the  record 
and  direct  previous  recipients  to 
amend  their  copies  (§  806b.l7(b)). 

(e)  If  the  Office  of  the  Vice  Chief  of 
Staff  determines  that  a  denial  of 
either  access  or  amendment  is  appro¬ 
priate.  the  request  will  be  forwarded 
through  the  Office  of  the  Air  Force 
General  Counsel  (SAF/GC)  to  the 
Office  of  the  Administrative  Assistant 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
(SAF/AA)  for  a  final  decision. 

(f)  If  SAF/AA  determines  that: 

(1)  Access  should  be  granted,  the  in¬ 
dividual  will  be  notified  promptly  and 
the  appropriate  Systems  Manager  will 
be  directed,  through  the  Denial  Au¬ 
thority,  to  grant  the  individual  access 
to  his  or  her  records. 

(2)  The  record  should  be  amended,, 
the  individual  will  be  advised  prompt¬ 
ly,  and  the  appropriate  Systems  Man¬ 
ager  will  be  directed,  through  the 
Denial  Authority,  to  amend  the  record 
and  direct  previous  recipients  to 
amend  their  copies  (§  806b.l7(b)). 

(g)  If,  after  conducting  the  review, 
SAF/AA  upholds  the  Denial  Authori¬ 
ty’s  refusal  to  grant  access  or  amend 
the  record,  SAF/AA  will  notify  the  in¬ 
dividual  that: 

(1)  The  access  or  amendment  re¬ 
quest  has  been  refused  after  review, 
with  reasons  for  the  refusal. 

(2)  For  refusals  of  amendment  only: 
that  the  individual  has  a  right  to  file 
with  the  Systems  Manager,  a  concise 
statement  of  why  he  or  she  disagrees 
with  the  Air  Force’s  decision,  and 

(3)  The  disagreement  statement  will 
become  a  part  of  the  record  and  will, 
thus,  be  available  to  anyone  who  sub¬ 
sequently  uses  the  record,  and 

(4)  Known  prior  recipients  of  the 
disputed  record  will  be  given  a  copy  of 
the  disagreement  statement. 

(h)  A  final  determination  of  an  indi¬ 
vidual’s  request  for  review  of  an  initial 
refusal  of  access  or  amendment  must 
be  completed  within  30  workdays 
(except  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  legal 


holidays)  after  receipt  by  HQ  USAF/ 
DA,  unless  it  is  determined  that  a  fair 
and  equitable  review  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  in  that  time:  If  additional  time 
is  required,  the  individual  will  be  told 
in  writing  the  reasons  for  the  delay 
and  a  date  when  he  or  she  may  expect 
the  results  of  the  review. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  Washington  Head¬ 
quarters  Services,  Department 
of  Defense. 

February  13, 1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4310  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am) 


[4910-14] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 
[CGD  76-168] 

[33  CFR  Port  117] 
ATCHAFALAYA  RIVER,  LA. 
Drowbridga  Operation  Regulotiont 
AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  At  the  request  of  the 
Louisiana  &  Arkansas  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  the  Coast  Guard  is  considering 
revising  the  regulations  for  its  bridge 
across  the  Atchafalaya  River,  mile 
133.1,  to  require  at  least  three  hours 
notice  at  all  times.  This  change  is 
being  considered  because  of  limited  re¬ 
quests  for  opening  of  the  draw  and 
will  relieve  the  owner  of  the  obligation 
of  opening  the  draw  on  signal  at  all 
times. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  March  20,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  and  are  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Commander 
(oan).  Eighth  Coast  Guard  District, 
Hale  Boggs  Federal  Building,  500 
Camp  Street,  New  Orleans  La.  70130. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  L.  Teuton,  Jr.,  Chief,  Draw¬ 
bridge  Regulations  Branch  (G- 
WBR/73),  Room  7300,  Nassif,  Build¬ 
ing,  400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C,  20590,  202-426-0942. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  written  views,  com¬ 
ments,  data  or  arguments.  Persons 
submitting  comments  should  include 
their  name  and  address,  identify  the 
bridge,  and  give  reasons  for  concur¬ 
rence  with  or  any  recommended 
change  in  the  proposal. 

The  Commander,  Eighth  Coast 
Guard  District,  will  forward  any  com¬ 
ments  received  with  his  recommenda- 
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tlons  to  the  Chief.  Office  of  Marine 
E^nvironment  and  Systems.  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Headquarters.  Washington. 
D.C..  who  will  evaluate  all  communica¬ 
tions  received  and  recommend  a 
course  of  final  action  to  the  Comman¬ 
dant  on  this  proposal.  The  proposed 
regulations  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  proposal  are:  Frank  L. 
Teuton.  Jr..  Project  Manager.  Office 
of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems, 
and  Edward  J.  Gill.  Jr..  Project  Attor¬ 
ney,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  the  Proposed 
Regulations 

The  Coast  Guard  published  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  concerning 
this  bridge  on  August  30.  1976  (41  FR 
36510).  It  proposed  that  the  draw  open 
on  signal  from  8  a.m.  to  4  p.m.. 
Monday  through  Friday,  and  after  at 
least  six  hours  notice  at  all  other 
times.  Numerous  objections  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  were  received  from  users  of  the 
waterway.  The  proposal  in  this  docu¬ 
ment  reflects  a  compromise  offered  by 
the  owner  of  the  bridge  after  discus¬ 
sions  with  the  users  of  the  waterway. 
In  order  to  facilitate  the  giving  of  the 
advance  notice,  the  bridge  owner  has 
agreed  to  install  a  radio  telephone.  It 
should  provide  f9r  the  reasonable 
needs  of  navigation. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  i»roposed  that  Part  117  of  Title  33  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be 
amended  by  adding  a  new  §  117.570  im¬ 
mediately  after  §  117.560  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

§  117.56B  Atchafalaya  River.  La.,  bridges. 

The  swing  span  of  the  Louisiana  and 
Arkansas  railroad  bridge,  mile  133.1, 
shall  open  on  signal  if  at  least  three 
hours  notice  is  given. 

(Sec.  5.  28  Stat.  362.  as  amended,  sec. 
6(g)(2),  80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499.  49  U.S.C. 
1655(gH2):  49  CFR  1.46(c)(5).) 

Note.— The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  d<xniment  does  not  contain  a 
major  proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an 
Economic  Impact  Statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821,  as  amended,  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A- 107. 

Dated:  February  8,  1978. 

O.  W.  Siler, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant 

(FR  Doc.  78-4329  PUed  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[4910-14] 

[33  CFR  Part  117] 

(CGD  77-184) 

DRAWBRDIGE  OPERATION  REGULATIONS 
Jamaica  Bay,  N.Y. 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
ACmON;  Supplemental  proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  At  the  request  of  the  Tri¬ 
borough  Bridge  and  l^innel  Author¬ 
ity,  the  Coast  Guard  issued  a  proposal 
concerning  the  Marine  Parkway  draw¬ 
bridge  across  Jamaica  Bay,  Queens, 
N.Y.  (43  PR  982).  It  was  proposed  that 
the  bridge  open  on  signal  from  8  a.m. 
to  4  p.m.  and  on  signal  after  at  least 
eight  hours  notice  from  4  p.m.  to  8 
a.m.  This  proposal  modifies  the  origi¬ 
nal  proposal  by  limiting  the  8  a.m.  to  4 
p.m.  open  on  signal  provision  to 
Monday  through  Friday.  This  propos¬ 
al  is  being  made  because  of  a  steady 
decrease  in  requests  for  openings  of 
the  draw,  and  will  relieve  the  owwner 
of  the  bridge  of  the  obligation  of 
opeing  the  bridge  on  signal  at  all 
times. 

DATE;  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  March  20,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  and  are  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Commander 
(oan).  Third  Coast  Guard  District, 
Governors  Island,  New  York,  New 
York  10004. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Prank  L.  Teuton,  Jr.,  Chief,  Draw¬ 
bridge  Regulations  Branch  (G- 
WBR/73),  Room  7300,  Nassif  Build¬ 
ing,  400  l^venth  Street  SW.,  'Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20590,  202-426-0942. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  written  views,  com¬ 
ments,  data  or  arguments.  Persons 
submitting  comments  should  include 
their  name  and  address,  identify  the 
bridge,  and  give  reasons  for  concur¬ 
rence  with  or  any  recommended 
change  in  the  proposal. 

The  Commander,  Third  Coast 
Guard  District,  will  forward  any  com¬ 
ments  received  with  his  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  Chief.  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems.  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Headquarters,  Washington, 
D.C.,  who  will  evaluate  all  communica¬ 
tions  received  and  recommend  a 
course  of  final  action  to  the  Comman¬ 
dant  on  this  proposal.  The  proposed 
regulation  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  proposal  are:  Frank  L. 
Teuton,  Jr.,  Project  Manager,  Office 


of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems, 
and  Edward  J.  Gill,  Jr.,  Project  Attor¬ 
ney,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  that  ITirt 
117  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  be  amended  by  adding  a 
new  §  117.175(d)  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  117— DRAWBRDIGE  OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

§117.175  Jamaica  Bay  and  Connecting 
Waterways,  N.Y. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Marine  Parkway  Drawbridge. 
The  draw  shall  open  on  signal  from  8 
a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday.  At  all  other  times,  the  draw 
shall  open  on  signal  if  at  least  eight 
hours  notice  is  given,  except  the  draw 
shall  open  for  U.S.  Navy,  and  National 
Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administra¬ 
tion  vessels,  in  the  event  of  an  emer¬ 
gency,  if  one  hour  notice  is  given, 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec. 
6(g)(2).  80  Stat.  937:  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(gK2):  49  CFR  1.46(cK5).) 

Note.— The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  document  does  not  contain  a 
major  proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an 
Economic  Impact  Statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821.  as  amended,  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Dated:  February  9.  1978. 

E.  L.  I*ERRy, 

Vice  Admirat  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  Acting  Commandant 

(FR  Doc.  78-4330  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am) 


[4910-14] 

[33  CFR  Part  117] 

[CGD  77-2051 

DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION  REGULATIONS 
Lake  Champlain,  Vt. 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
ACTION:  Supplemental  proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  In  the  February  2,  1978 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (43  FR 
4440),  the  Coast  Guard  published  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  for  the  Central  Ver¬ 
mont  Railway  drawbridge  across  Mis- 
sisquoi  Bay.  Lake  Champlain,  Vt.  The 
proposal  did  not  provide  regulations 
for  the  period  11  p.m.  to  9  a.m.,  from 
June  15  through  September  15.  It  is 
proposed  that  during  this  period  the 
bridge  open  on  signal  if  at  least  24 
hours  notice  is  given.  Presently,  the 
bridge  opens  on  signal  if  at  least  24 
hours  notice  is  given  for  the  period  11 
p.m.  to  7  a.m.,  from  June  1  through 
September  30.  There  have  been  very 
few  requests  for  openings  from  11  p.m. 
to  9  a.m. 

DATE;  Comments  n:ust  be  received  on 
or  before  March  20,  1978. 
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through  September  15  if  at  least  4 
hours  notice  is  given. 

(3)  The  draw  shall  open  on  signal 
from  11  p.m.  to  9  a.m.  from  June  15 
through  September  15  if  at  least  24 
hours  notice  is  given. 

(4)  The  draw  shall  open  on  signal 
from  September  16  through  June  14  if 
at  least  24  hours  notice  is  given. 

(5)  Public  vessels  of  the  United 
States  and  Vermont  Fish  and  Game 
vessels  shall  be  passed  through  the 
closed  draw  as  soon  as  possible  at  any 
time. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362.  as  amended,  sec. 
6(g)(2),  80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(g)(2):  49  CFR  1.46(c)(5).) 

Note.— The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  document  does  not  contain  a 
major  proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an 
Economic  Impact  Statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821,  as  amended,  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Dated;  February  9, 1978. 


bridge  Regulations  Branch  (G- 
WBR/73).  Room  7300.  Nassif  Build¬ 
ing,  400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20590,  202-426-0942. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  written  views,  com¬ 
ments,  data  or  arguments.  Persons 
submitting  comments  should  include 
their  name  and  address,  identify  the 
bridge,  and  give  reasons  for  concur¬ 
rence  with  or  any  recommended 
change  in  the  proposal. 

The  Commander,  Seventh  Coast 
Guard  District,  will  forward  any  com¬ 
ments  received  with  his  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Headquarters,  Washington, 
D.C.,  who  will  evaluate  all  communica¬ 
tions  received  and  recommend  a 
course  of  final  action  to  the  Comman¬ 
dant  on  this  proposal.  The  proposed 
regulations  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  conunents  received. 


ADDRESS:  Conunents  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  and  are  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Conunander 
(oan).  Third  Coast  Guard  District. 
Governors  Island,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10004. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Frank  L.  Teuton,  Jr.,  Chief,  Draw¬ 
bridge  Regulations  Branch  (G- 
WBR/73),  Room  7300,  Nassif  Build¬ 
ing.  400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20590,  202-426-0942. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  written  views,  com¬ 
ments.  data  or  arguments.  Persons 
submitting  comments  should  include 
their  name  and  address,  identify  the 
bridge,  and  give  reasons  for  concur¬ 
rence  with  or  any  recommended 
change  in  the  proposal. 

The  Commander,  Third  Coast 
Guard  District,  will  forward  any  com¬ 
ments  received  with  his  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Headquarters,  Washington, 
D.C.,  who  will  evaluate  all  communica¬ 
tions  received  and  reconunend  a 
course  of  final  action  to  the  Comman¬ 
dant  on  this  proposal.  The  proposed 
regulations  may  be  changecl  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  proposal  are:  Frank  L. 
Teuton,  Jr.,  I^oject  Manager,  Office 
of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems, 
and  Edward  J.  Gill,  Jr.,  Project  Attor¬ 
ney,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  Proposal 

The  entire  proposal  is  being  repub¬ 
lished  in  this  document  in  order  to 
clarify  the  placement  of  the  specific 
regulations  for  the  11  p.m.  to  9  a.m. 
period. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  that  Part  117  of  Title  33  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be 
amended  by  revising  §  117.191(b)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  117.191  Navigable  waters  in  the  State  of 
Vermont  and  their  tributaries;  bridges 
where  constant  attendance  of  draw 
tenders  is  not  required. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Lake  Champlain;  Missisquoi  Bay, 
Central  Vermont  railroad  bridge,  mile 
105.6. 

(1)  The  draw  shall  open  on  signal 
from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  from  June  15 
through  September  15. 

(2)  The  draw  shall  open  on  signal 
from  5  p.m.  to  11  p.m.  from  June  15 


E.  L.  Perry, 
Vice  Admiral.  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  Acting  Commandant 
IFR  Doc.  78-4331  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  ami 


[4910-14] 

[33  CFR  FoH  117] 

[COD  78-013] 

DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION  REGULATIONS 
Woccomaw  River,  Conway,  S.C 
AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  At  the  request  of  the 
Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Compa¬ 
ny  the  Coast  Buard  will  consider  revis¬ 
ing  the  regulations  for  the  railroad 
bridge  across  the  Waccamaw  River, 
mile  44.4,  Conway,  S.C,  Presently,  the 
draw  is  required  to  open  on  signal. 
The  proposed  revision  will  require 
that  the  draw  open  on  signal  from  9 
a.m.  to  6  p.m.  From  6  p.m.  to  9  a.m., 
the  draw  will  open  on  signal  if  at  least 
24  hours  notice  is  given.  This  change  is 
being  considered  because  of  infrequent 
openings  from  6  p.m.  to  9  a.m.,  and 
would  relieve  the  bridge  owner  of  the 
obligation  of  maintaining  a  full-time 
draw  tender. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  March  20, 1978. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  and  are  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Commander 
(can).  Seventh  Coast  Guard  District, 
51  SW.  First  Avenue,  Miami.  Fla, 
33130. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  L.  Teuton,  Jr.,  Chief,  Draw¬ 


Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  proposal  are:  Frank  L. 
Teuton,  Jr,,  FToject  Manager.  Office 
of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems, 
and  Edward  J.  Gill,  Jr.,  Project  Attor¬ 
ney.  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  the  Proposed 
Regulations 

This  change  is  being  considered  be¬ 
cause  the  records  submitted  show  that 
from  6  p.m.  to  9  a.m.  infrequent  open¬ 
ings  were  required:  1975—3.  1976—3, 
1977—1. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  that  Part  117  of  Title  33  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regrulations  be 
amended  by  adding  a  new 
§  117.245(g)(ll)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  117.245  Navigable  waters  discharging 
into  the  Atlantic  Ocean  south  of  and 
including  Chesapeake  Bay  and  into  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  except  the  Mississippi 
River  and  its  tributaries  and  outlets; 
bridges  where  constant  attendance  of 
draw  tenders  is  not  required. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(g)*  *  • 

(11)  Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad 
bridge  across  the  Waccamaw  River, 
mile  44.4,  Conway,  S.C.  The  draw  shall 
open  on  signal  from  9  a.m.  to  6  p.m. 
FYom  6  p.m.  to  9  a.m.  the  draw  shall 
open  on  signal  if  at  least  24  hours 
notice  is  given. 


•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  5.  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec. 
6(gK2),  80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(gK2);  49  CFR  1.46(cM5).) 
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Note.— The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  document  does  not  contain  a 
major  proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an 
Economic  Impact  Statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821,  as  amended,  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

Dated:  February  9.  1978. 

E.  L.  Perry, 

Vice  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  Acting  Commandant 
[FR  Doc.  78-4332  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6560-01] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[40  CFR  Port  600] 
fFRL-848-7] 

FUEL  ECONOMY  OF  MOTOR  VEHICLES 

FtMl  Ecenemy  Labelins  Procedures  for  1979 
end  Later  Model  Year  Automebiles 

AGES^CY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  and  public  meetings. 

SUMMARY:  Prom  mail  received  by 
EPA,  and  from  media  reports,  it  is 
clear  that  many  new-car  buyers  expect 
to  achieve  the  EPA  mileage  estimates, 
that  in  many  cases  this  expectation  is 
not  realised,  and  that,  as  a  result, 
there  is  widespread  doubt  about  the 
validity  and  usefulness  of  the  EJ’A 
mileage  estimates  in  making  new  car 
purchasing  decisions.  To  deal  with 
this.  EPA  is  proposing  in  this  notice 
alternative  means  for  improving  the 
way  fuel  economy  information  is  pro¬ 
vided  to  the  public.  This  notice  also 
provides  additional  background  mate¬ 
rial  and  technical  information  that 
may  be  of  use  to  the  reader  in  evaluat¬ 
ing  and  commenting  on  the  proposed 
alternatives.  In  addition,  this  notice 
announces  that  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  will  hold  three 
public  meetings  to  discuss  this  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

DATE:  Comments  should  be  received 
on  or  before  (45  days  after  publica¬ 
tion). 

Public  Meetings 

March  2. 1978;  Chicago.  Ill. 

March  9,  1978;  Boston.  Mass. 

March  10.  1978;  Atlanta,  Ga. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Attention:  Office  of  Mobile 
Source  Air  Pollution  Control  (AW- 
455),  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20460. 

The  meetings  will  be  held  from  9 
a.m.  to  12  noon  at  the  following  loca¬ 
tions  and  dates: 

March  2, 1978 

Environmental  Protection  Agency, 


Room  1365,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill. 

March  9, 1978 

Federal  McCormack  Building.  Post 
Office  Square,  Room  208,  Devon¬ 
shire  Street,  Boston,  Mass. 

March  10, 1978 

Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Room  105,  345  Courtland  Street  NE., 
Atlanta.  Ga. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Paula  Machlin,  Staff  Analyst,  Regu¬ 
latory  Management  Staff,  AW-455, 
401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460,  telephone  202-755-0596. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  EPA  first  published  mileage  infor¬ 
mation  for  model  year  1973,  at  the  di¬ 
rection  of  the  President.  Beginning 
with  model  year  1974,  manufacturers 
were  encouraged  to  label  new  cars 
with  fuel  economy  information  on  a 
voluntary  basis.  The  mileage  informa¬ 
tion  was  intended  to  provide  potential 
new-car  buyers  with  information  on 
the  relative  fuel  economy  performance 
of  new  models  so  that  they  could  more 
effectively  consider  fuel  economy  in 
purchasing  new  vehicles.  EPA  cau¬ 
tioned  vehicle  owners  against  expect¬ 
ing  to  achieve  the  absolute  mpg  esti¬ 
mate  indicated  for  each  vehicle  in  view 
of  the  wide  range  of  conditions  in  the 
coimtry  that  can  affect  vehicle  fuel 
economy. 

With  the  passage  of  the  Elnergy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act*  by  Ck>n- 
gress,  fuel  economy  labeling  and  publi¬ 
cation  of  the  Gas  Mileage  Guide  were 
required  by  law,  effective  in  mid-model 
year  1976.  In  the  Gas  Mileage  Guide,  a 
booklet  issued  jointly  by  EPA  and  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  (now 
in  the  Department  of  Energy),  a  com¬ 
pilation  of  mileage  and  fuel  cost  esti¬ 
mates  for  various  makes  available  for 
sale  are  published.  Dealers  are  re¬ 
quired  to  make  the  Guide  available  in 
showrooms,  and  each  new  car  must 
display  mileage  information  on  a  label 
attached  to  the  vehicle. 

The  Act  establishes  average  fuel 
economy  standards  that  must  be  met 
by  each  manufacturer  on  the  basis  of 
his  fleet-wide,  sales-weighted  average 
fuel  economy.  In  the  event  that  a 
manufacturer  does  not  comply,  he  is 
subject  to  civil  penalties  levied  by  the 
Secretary  of  Transportation.  Section 


'Throughout  the  rest  of  this  notice,  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act’s  fuel 
economy  provisions  will  be  referred  to  as 
"the  Act.”  Section  numbers  referred  to  will 
be  to  the  provisions  of  the  United  States 
Code  added  by  the  Act.  Section  301  of  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act,  Pub.  L. 
94-163,  89  Stat.  901,  added  a  new  Title  V  to 
the  Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost 
Savings  Act,  15  UJS.C.  2001  et  seq. 


2003  of  15  U.S.C.  requires  that  the 
EPA  establish  the  fuel  economy  test¬ 
ing  and  calculation  procedures  for  de¬ 
termining  the  fleet  average  fuel  econo¬ 
my  value  for  a  manufacturer  on  which 
the  Secretary  will  base  enforcement 
decisions.  The  procedure  is  required  to 
be  comparable  to  that  used  for  the  vol¬ 
untary  program  in  model  year  1975. 

Under  Section  2006  of  15  U.S.C.,  the 
EPA  is  required  to  develop  and  pro¬ 
vide  mileage  and  fuel  cost  information 
to  the  public  in  the  Mileage  Guide  and 
on  the  labels  for  individual  vehicles. 
Measurement  of  fuel  economy  is  re¬ 
quired  to  be  done  in  conjunction  with 
emissions  testing  to  the  maximum 
extent  possible  for  the  purposes  of 
both  sections  2003  and  2006  of  15 
U.S.C.  There  is  no  express  require¬ 
ment  that  fuel  economy  testing  for  de¬ 
veloping  mileage  information  and  for 
compliance  be  conducted  at  the  same 
time.  However,  doing  so  results  in 
large  savings  in  terms  of  costs  to  the 
taxpayer,  as  well  as  in  savings  to  the 
new-car  buyer. 

The  Problem 

Prom  letters  received  by  EPA  and 
from  media  reports,  it  appears  that 
there  is  widespread  public  disbelief  of 
the  validity  of  the  EPA  estimates. 
While  it  is  not  possible  to  quantify  the 
problem  in  terms  of  how  many  new- 
car  buyers  actually  are  dissatisfied 
with  the  information  provided  by  the 
EPA  estimates,  it  appears  that  the  es¬ 
timates  are  generally  believed  to  be 
unrealistically  high  in  comparison  to 
fuel  economy  performance  actually 
achieved  on  the  road.  This  may  result 
(and  perhaps  already  has  resulted),  in 
reduced  reliance  on  the  EPA  estimates 
in  making  new  car  purchasing  deci¬ 
sions.  in  that  those  who  believe  that 
the  Federal  government  is  providing 
inaccurate  information  are  not  likely 
to  use  the  information  in  making  their 
new  car  purchases. 

EPA.  in  conjunction  with  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Energy  (DOE),  the  Feder¬ 
al  Trade  Commission  (FTC),  and  the 
Department  of  Transportation  (DOT), 
is  considering  ways  to  improve  the  use¬ 
fulness  of  the  EPA  estimates  to  pro¬ 
spective  car  buyers.  This  notice  pro¬ 
poses  several  alternative  means  for 
changing  the  way  fuel  economy  infor¬ 
mation  is  provided  to  the  public  and 
requests  comments  on  those  alterna¬ 
tives.  This  notice  also  provides  addi¬ 
tional  background  material  and  tech¬ 
nical  information  that  may  be  of  use 
to  the  reader  in  evaluating  the  pro¬ 
posed  alternatives. 

EPA  recognizes  that  the  problem 
being  addressed  by  this  rulemaking 
has  two  separate  components:  (1) 
There  are  some  technical  issues  relat¬ 
ed  to  fuel  economy  testing  which  sug¬ 
gest  that,  in  some  cases,  the  fuel  econ¬ 
omy  measured  by  the  test  may  not  be 
fully  representative  of  the  fuel  econo- 
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my  experienced  on  the  model  type  ve¬ 
hicle  in  actual  use;  and  (2)  regardless 
of  the  technical  accuracy  of  the  test¬ 
ing  program  itself  for  the  driving  con¬ 
ditions  represented  by  the  test,  there 
are  significant  difficulties  in  communi¬ 
cating  the  fuel  economy  information 
to  the  public  in  a  form  which  can  be 
readily  used  without  being  misinter¬ 
preted.  This  rulemaking  proposes 
action  on  only  the  second  of  these 
problems,  and  in  that  sense  is  an  inter¬ 
im  measure  intended  to  improve  the 
manner  in  which  the  fuel  economy  in¬ 
formation  is  communicated  to  the 
public,  for  the  next  model  year.  EPA  is 
continuing  to  study  various  means  for 
improving  the  technical  aspects  of  the 
testing  program,  and  will  propose 
changes  in  the  actual  testing  protocols 
as  technical  solutions  to  specific  prob¬ 
lems  are  identified.  In  the  discussion 
that  follows,  however,  both  of  these 
subject  areas  are  explored,  even 
though  there  no  longer  is  enough  time 
to  make  changes  for  the  1979  model 
year  in  any  part  of  the  fuel  economy 
program  other  than  the  manner  in 
which  the  results  of  the  program  are 
communicated  to  the  public. 

Issues  Related  to  Technical  Aspects 
OF  Program 

The  EPA  fuel  economy  test  is  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  I.  The  values  mea¬ 
sured  on  the  EPA  test  and  published 
in  the  Guide  and  on  labels  provide 
prospective  new-car  buyers  with  a 
means  for  considering  the  fuel  econo¬ 
my  performance  potential  of  new 
models  available  for  sale  in  making 
purchasing  decisions. 

In  considering  fuel  economy  perfor¬ 
mance  of  new  models,  a  prospective 
new-car  buyer  can  best  use  the  Mile¬ 
age  Guide  estimates  to  compare  the 
relative  fuel  economy  performance  po¬ 
tential  of  new  models  available  for 
sale.  In  this  manner,  he  is  able  to  use 
the  estimates  to  choose  the  most  fuel 
efficient  vehicle  that  otherwise  meets 
his  needs.  However,  for  small  mpg  dif¬ 
ferences  among  cars,  technical  consid¬ 
erations  limit  the  degree  to  which  the 
rankings  established  by  the  Guide  can 
be  interpreted  as  providing  reasonable 
assurance  that  in-use  performance  will 
rank  the  same.  For  example,  the  rela¬ 
tive  ranking  established  in  the  Guide 
for  a  20  mpg  car  as  compared  to  a  21 
mpg  car  is  not  highly  significant  be¬ 
cause  of  the  confounding  effect  that 
both  production  variability  and  test- 
to-test  variability  tend  to  have  on  the 
precision  of  the  measured  value.  Nei¬ 
ther  of  these  factors  can  be  readily 
controlled  by  any  testing  organization, 
and  as  such  represent  technical  limita¬ 
tions  to  the  applicability  of  the  data. 
However,  for  larger  differences  in  esti¬ 
mated  mpg.  there  is  proportionally  in¬ 
creasing  confidence  that  the  higher 
ranked  car  will  provide  the  potential 
car  buyer  with  better  mileage  then 
would  the  lower  ranked  car. 


The  EPA  estimates  do  not  provide 
the  new-car  buyer  with  a  reliable  pre¬ 
dictor  of  the  absolute  mileage  he  will 
achieve  with  his  car  under  all  condi¬ 
tions  for  a  variety  of  reasons  discussed 
briefly  below.  Since  the  EPA  test— like 
any  standard  test— measures  the  mile¬ 
age  achieved  by  a  test  vehicle  under  a 
specified  and  (and  repeatable)  set  of 
conditions,  the  mileage  measured  on 
the  EPA  test  provides  a  measurement 
of  the  fuel  economy  performance  of 
that  vehicle  and  for  those  conditions. 
To  the  extent  that  an  in-use  vehicle  is 
driven  under  conditions  that  differ 
from  those  reflected  by  the  test  (i.e., 
quality  of  road  surface,  precipitation, 
ambient  temperature,  wind,  trip 
length,  state  of  tune,  tire  pressure, 
driver  habits,  etc.),  in-use  mileage  can 
be  expected  to  vary  from  that  mea¬ 
sured  on  the  test.  Thus,  a  wide  range 
of  fuel  economy  performance  in  the 
field  is  to  be  expected.  Due  to  his  own 
habits,  vehicle  condition  and  traffic 
conditions,  a  driver  may  get  signifi¬ 
cantly  poorer  mileage  than  that  mea¬ 
sured  on  the  test.  Some  drivers  may, 
however,  get  better  mileage  (particu¬ 
larly  in  the  case  of  the  city  test)  and 
many  get  about  the  same  as  one  of  the 
EPA  estimates. 

It  should  also  be  noted  that  the 
owner’s  car  may  differ  in  some  re¬ 
spects  from  the  vehicle(s)  tested  to  de¬ 
velop  the  Gas  Mileage  Guide  value. 
Some  variations  between  nominally 
identical  vehicles  are  inevitably  intro¬ 
duced  in  the  production  process.  As 
noted  previously,  factors  such  as  pro¬ 
duction  variability  and  test-to-test 
variability  cannot  be  readily  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  testing  organization,  so 
that  in-use  performance  will  vary  even 
for  two  nominally  identical  vehicles 
driven  under  similar  conditions. 

In  addition,  for  most  makes  sold,  a 
potential  car  buyer  can  choose  among 
a  large  variety  of  different  options, 
the  effect  of  which  may  not  be  fully 
reflected  by  the  Mileage  Guide  value, 
since  in  developing  Mileage  Guide 
values  only  a  limited  sample  of  the  ve¬ 
hicles  available  for  sale  are  tested.  (It 
would  not  be  feasible  to  test  each  of 
the  combinations  of  model,  transmis¬ 
sion,  equipment,  weight,  etc.  available 
due  to  the  costs  of  testing  tens  of 
thousands  of  vehicles.)  To  some 
extent,  this  factor  will  be  minimized 
beginning  in  model  year  1979  at  which 
time  a  separate  Mileage  Guide  esti¬ 
mate  will  be  provided  for  each  type  of 
transmission  (different  number  of  for¬ 
ward  gears)  rather  than  solely  by 
automatic  or  manual  as  is  currently 
done.  This  change  to  the  fuel  economy 
information  program  has  already  been 
issued  as  a  final  rule  effective  in  model 
year  1979. 

Another  factor  that  could  affect  the 
degree  to  which  the  Guide  values  indi¬ 
cate  absolute  in-use  fuel  economy  per¬ 
formance  is  the  accuracy  with  which 


the  test  procedures  reflect  real  world 
effects.  For  example,  some  lack  of  pre¬ 
cise  specification  of  details  of  test  pro¬ 
cedures  in  the  current  regulations  has 
been  identified  that  may  permit  those 
manufacturers  who  choose  to  do  so  to 
gain  an  advantage  on  the  test  which 
drivers  are  not  likely  to  experience  on 
the  road.  For  example,  past  testing 
procedures  have  provided  for  testing 
of  manual  vehicles  at  the  shift  points 
recommended  in  the  owners  manual. 
There  have  been  some  cases  where 
shift  patterns  have  been  used  that 
would  not  be  likely  to  be  used  by  most 
drivers  but  which  would  improve  fuel 
economy.  EPA  is  now  considering  the 
best  means  to  correct  this  for  model 
year  1979.  Similarly,  it  appears  that 
some  manufacturers  may  have  been 
testing  a  limited  number  of  vehicles 
under  conditions  which  give  them 
credit  for  better  aerodynamic  charac¬ 
teristics  than  the  vehicles  actually 
have;  this  practice  will  be  eliminated 
in  model  year  1979.  Such  factors  can 
also  impact  the  validity  of  the  ranking 
for  particular  vehicles,  since  a  vehicle 
which  is  tested  in  a  way  that  gives  it 
an  unrealistic  advantage  may  be 
ranked  higher  in  the  Mileage  Guide 
than  its  in-use  performance  may  war¬ 
rant. 

It  should  also  be  noted  that  there 
has  been  some  concern  that  the  penal¬ 
ties  associated  with  noncompliance 
with  the  fleet  average  fuel  economy 
standards  ($5  per  car  sold  per  each  0.1 
mpg  below  the  standard)  may  prompt 
manufacturers  in  future  years  to  dis¬ 
cover  and  to  exploit  new  test  proce¬ 
dure  loopholes,  the  result  of  which 
would  be  a  trend  towards  exaggerating 
the  fuel  economy  improvement  of  ve¬ 
hicles  on  the  test  over  that  which  is 
really  achievable  by  the  production 
cars  in  actual  use.  The  EPA  has  a  con¬ 
tinuing  program  to  monitor  the  indus¬ 
try  to  determine  whether  such  trends 
are  developing,  to  prevent  such  prac¬ 
tices  from  occurring,  to  develop  im¬ 
proved  methods  for  providing  mileage 
information  to  the  consumer  and  fa¬ 
cilitating  its  interpretation. 

It  is  of  interest  to  consider  how  the 
EPA  estimate  compares  to  mean  in-use 
fuel  economy  performance  or,  similar¬ 
ly,  where  the  estimate  falls  in  the  ex¬ 
pected  range  of  in-use  mileage.  As  part 
of  an  overall  program  to  monitor  in- 
use  vehicles.  EPA  gathered  informa¬ 
tion  that  may  be  used  to  answer  that 
question.  EPA  m'easured  the  mileage 
of  842  consumer-owned  model  year 
1975-76  vehicles  using  the  EPA  test 
procedure. 

EPA  also  asked  car  owners*  to  esti¬ 
mate  the  mileage  which  they  per¬ 
ceived  was  achieved  by  their  vehicles 
in  both  city  and  highway  driving.  The 


'Model  year  1974  vehicles  were  also  in¬ 
cluded— the  sample  size  was  565  cars. 
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data  were  analyzed  to  compare  owner- 
perceived  mileage  to  the  mileage  mea¬ 
sured  on  the  EPA  test  of  the  owner’s 
vehicle,  and  to  compare  the  latter  to 
the  Mileage  Guide  estimate.  By  com¬ 
bining  the  results,  a  comparison  of 
owner-perceived  mileage  to  the  Mile¬ 
age  Guide  estimate  can  be  made.  The 
results  of  the  analysis  are  provided  in 
Table  1. 

As  shown  in  Table  1,  the  data  indi¬ 
cate  that  on  the  average  the  Mileage 
Guide  estimates  tend  to  be  somewhat 
higher  than  mean  owner-reported  in- 
use  mileage,  specifically  7  percent 
high  for  the  city  test  and  16  percent 
for  the  highway.  The  data  suggests 
that  two  separate  components  contrib¬ 
ute  to  the  discrepancy:  The  first  is  dif¬ 
ferences  between  test  cars  and  produc¬ 
tion  cars,  and  the  second  is  differences 
between  the  conditions  under  which 
the  EPA  tests  cars  and  those  under 
which  an  owner  measures  mileage  (in¬ 
cluding  conditions  related  to  where  he 
lives  and  where  and  why  he  drives  and 
his  personal  driving  habits). 

Table  1 


Comparison  of  Average  Owner-Reported,  Average 
EPA-Measured,  and  Mileage  Ouide  Fuel  Economy 


Owner-reported 
mileage  aa 
percent  of  EPA- 
measured 
mileage 

EPA-measured 
mileage  as 
percent  of 
Guide  value 
(MT  1976 
vehicles) 

Owner-reported 
mileage  as 
percent  of  Guide 
value 

City  98  pet  (MT 
1974-76) _ 

95 

93 

Highway  89  pet 

(MT  1976) _ 

94 

84 

When  a  comparison  is  made  (as 
shown  in  Table  2)  between  the  mileage 
measured  on  the  EPA  test  of  in-use 
cars  and  the  corresponding  Mileage 
Guide  estimates,  it  appears  that  the 
correlation  is  fairly  good  for  the  city 
mileage  estimate  and  less  so  for  the 
highway  mileage  estimate.  Specifical¬ 
ly,  almost  90  percent  of  all  in-use  cars 
achieve  within  2  mpg  of  their  Mileage 
Guide  value  on  the  city  test  while  only 
about  70  percent  achieve  within  2  mpg 
of  their  Mileage  Guide  value  on  the 
EPA  highway  test.  These  data  raise 
questions  about  the  similarity  of  the 
cars  tested  for  fuel  economy  by  EPA, 
fuid  the  cars  built  and  sold  by  manu¬ 
facturers,  especially  insofar  as  the 
highway  fuel  economy  characteristics 
of  those  cars  are  concerned.  EPA  will 
continue  to  seek  means  to  eliminate 
such  discrepancies  as  more  compara¬ 
tive  data  become  available  that  can  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  identifying 
causes  for  such  discrepancies. 


Table  2 


Percentage  of  in-use  cars  tested  with  EPA-Mea¬ 
sured  Mileage  less  than,  nearly  equal  to,  and 
above  Guide  value 


More  than  3 

Within  3  mpg  of  More  than  3  mpg 

mpg  below  guide 

guide  value  above  guide 

value 

value 

City,  10  pet  ........ 

88 

3 

Highway,  38 ....... 

68 

7 

Issues  Related  to  Consumer  Use  and 

Perception  of  Fuel  Economy  Infor¬ 
mation 

The  primary  concern  addressed  in 
this  notice  is  the  question  of  how  to 
communicate  the  values  and  limita¬ 
tions  of  the  mileage  data  to  the  car¬ 
buying  public  effectively  so  that  the 
information  will  be  useful  and  not 
easily  subject  to  misleading  interpreta¬ 
tions. 

It  is  hoped  that  information  devel¬ 
oped  from  responses  to  this  notice, 
and  through  the  public  meetings  an¬ 
nounced  at  the  beginning  of  this 
notice,  will  provide  insight  into  this 
issue  so  that  an  improved  manner  for 
providing  fuel  economy  information  to 
the  public  can  be  adopted  for  model 
year  1979.  The  DOE  is  also  conducting 
a  study  independently  to  evaluate  con¬ 
sumer-related  issues  in  energy  conser¬ 
vation  programs,  the  results  of  which 
are  expected  to  be  of  use  in  this  rule- 
making.  In  addition,  technical  im¬ 
provements  to  various  aspects  of  fuel 
economy  measurement  will  continue 
to  be  made  in  the  longer  term. 

EPA  is  interested  in  receiving  com¬ 
ments  and  copies  of  available  studies 
(particularly  quantitative)  related  to 
the  following  questions  on  consumer 
use  of  the  miieage  estimates: 

1.  How  do  the  potential  car  buyers 
use  mileage  information  in  making 
buying  decisions? 

2.  What  kind  of  fuel  economy  and 
fuel  cost  information  do  potential  car 
buyers  consider  most  useful?  How 
close  to  his  or  her  perceived  mileage 
would  a  published  value  need  to  be  in 
order  for  the  car  owner  to  consider 
that  value  to  be  reasonably  close  to  in- 
use  performance? 

3.  To  the  extent  that  the  informa¬ 
tion  which  potential  car  buyers  consid¬ 
er  most  useful  can  technically  be  de¬ 
veloped.  how  can  it  best  be  commimi- 
cated? 

Because  of  the  range  of  fuel  econo¬ 
mies  experienced  in  the  field,  it  is 
clear  that  less  than  all  new-car  buyers 
can  expect  to  achieve  mileage  in-use 
with  their  cars  that  is  reasonably  close 
(say.  within  2  mpg)  under  all  condi¬ 
tions  to  any  reasonable,  standard  mpg 
value  provided.  Some  of  the  people 
who  will  not  achieve  within  2  mpg  or 
so  of  the  published  value  with  their 
cars  may  have  actually  based  their  de¬ 
cision  on  whether  to  buy  a  particular 
model  ("can  I  afford  the  fuel  costs?’’) 


or  whether  to  trade  in  their  current 
car  for  a  new  one  ("will  I  save  money 
on  fuel  by  buying  a  more  fuel  efficient 
car?’’)  on  the  published  mpg  figure. 
Understandably,  these  people  might 
feel  that  the  mpg  estimates  led  them 
to  make  an  improper  decision.  Thus, 
imless  the  limitations  to  the  data 
when  presented  in  terms  of  absolute 
mpg’s  can  be  effectively  communicat¬ 
ed  to  the  car-buying  public,  it  appears 
likely  that  for  some  percent  of  that 
public,  decisions  made  on  the  basis  of 
the  absolute  value  of  the  mpg  esti¬ 
mates  will  be  incorrect.  The  EPA  is 
particularly  interested  in  receiving 
comments  on  how  this  concept  may 
best  be  communicated  to  the  public 
when  mileage  information  is  presented 
in  terms  of  absolute  mpg’s. 

4.  At  what  point  in  the  buying  pro¬ 
cess  does  the  potential  car  buyer  first 
learn  about  the  mileage  estimates  (ad¬ 
vertising,  dealer’s  showroom)?  How 
does  that  impact  on  the  manner  in 
which  he  perceives  and  uses  that  in¬ 
formation? 

5.  What  percent  of  the  car-buying 
population  is  aware  of  the  Mileage 
Guide?  Of  those,  how  many  use  it? 

A  closely  related  issue  is  that  of  the 
role  that  manufacturer’s  advertising 
may  have  in  formulating  the  car¬ 
buying  public’s  perception  and  under¬ 
standing  of  the  EPA/DOE  mileage  in¬ 
formation.  EPA’s  regulations  and  au¬ 
thority  under  the  Act  do  not  extend  to 
manufacturer’s  claims  in  advertising 
relating  to  fuel  economy.  Fuel  econo¬ 
my  claims  are  subject  to  the  strictures 
relating  to  advertising  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  guide  (16  CFR  Part 
259  (1975))  which  provides  that  any 
advertisement  containing  a  claim  re¬ 
lated  to  fuel  economy  estimates  must 
also  contain  an  explanation  that  fuel 
economy  may  vary  due  to  driving  con¬ 
ditions,  state  of  tune,  etc. 

Proposed  Alternatives 

Alternative  means  of  publishing  fuel 
economy  Information  are  proposed 
below.  Alternative  bases  for  estimating 
fuel  cost  are  also  proposed.  The  cur¬ 
rently  applicable  regulations  wese 
published  on  November  10,  1976  (41 
FR  49752)  and  amended  on  September 
12.  1977  (42  FR  45668).  In  the  case  of 
each  proposed  alternative,  the  mileage 
information  is  based  on  the  city  and 
highway  test  values  which  are  re¬ 
quired  by  section  2003(d)  of  15  U.S.C. 
to  be  measured  and  used  in  determin¬ 
ing  manufacturers’  average  fuel  econo¬ 
my  for  compliance  purposes.  Fuel 
costs  estimates  would  be  based  on 
either  the  EPA  city,  highway  or  com¬ 
bined  estimate  or  on  an  absolute  mpg 
value  that  appears  on  the  label  as  ap¬ 
propriate. 

Currently  annual  fuel  cost  informa¬ 
tion  is  based  on  the  combined  esti¬ 
mate,  assuming  that  a  vehicle  is  driven 
15,000  miles  in  a  year  and  that  gaso- 
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line  costs  70  cents  per  gallon  (60  cents 
per  gallon  for  Diesel  fuel).  Fuel  cost 
estimates  would  continue  to  be  based 
on  15,000  miles  traveled  per  year  and 
on  a  gasoline  cost  of  70  cents  per 
gallon  (60  cents  per  gallon  for  Diesel 
fuel). 

The  Agency  is  interested  in  receiving 
comments  on  the  relative  merits  of 
each  of  the  proposals  discussed  below 
as  well  as  any  additional  suggestions 
or  information  deemed  to  be  relevant. 
Three  general  alternatives  have  been 
identified  for  better  communicating  to 
the  public.  A  variety  of  modifications 
to  or  combinations  of  these  proposals 
may  also  be  desirable,  and  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  appropriate  on  the  basis  of 
responses  to  this  notice.  The  three 
general  alternatives  are; 

1.  Publish  only  a  single-value  miles- 
per-gallon  fuel  economy  rating. 

2.  Publish  3  miles-per-gallon  values, 
as  at  present,  but  adjust  the  values  to 
account  for  driving  conditions  more 
adverse  to  fuel  economy  than  those  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  current  EPA  tests,  and 
represent  the  estimates  as  low,  mid¬ 
range,  and  high  fuel  economy  for  the 
car. 

3.  Publish  only  a  relative  fuel  econo¬ 
my  performance  index,  in  which  the 
measured  results  from  each  car  are 
compared  to  a  common  base,  without 
providing  miles-per-gallon  values  as 
such. 

Each  of  these  alternatives  is  de¬ 
scribed  below.  A  discussion  of  the  rela¬ 
tive  merits  of  the  proposed  alterna¬ 
tives  as  compared  to  the  current 
means  for  publishing  mileage  informa¬ 
tion  is  provided,  a  final  rule  will  be  de¬ 
veloped  on  the  basis  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived  in  response  to  this  notice  and 
other  additional  information  that  be¬ 
comes  available.  It  is  expected  that 
final  rulemaking  will  proceed  in  time 
to  apply  to  model  year  1979.  However, 
should  the  record  be  considered  inad¬ 
equate  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  a  proposed  alternative  or  a 
variation  thereof  is  appropriate,  then 
final  rulemaking  may  not  proceed 
until  such  information  is  available.  In 
that  event,  the  effectiveness  of  the 
rule  will  be  delayed  imtil  a  subsequent 
model  year. 

Alternative  One— Publish  Only  a 

Single-Value  mpg  Fuel  Economy 

Rating. 

Under  this  alternative,  a  single-value 
mpg  estimate  would  be  used  for  label¬ 
ing  and  for  the  Mileage  Guide.  (Any 
effect  of  this  alternative .  on  advertis¬ 
ing  would  be  subject  to  a  separate 
FTC  proceeding.)  The  single  value 
would  be  represented  as  the  EPA  Fuel 
Economy  Cdmparison  Rating,  'and 
could  be  either  the  city  value,  the 
combined  value,  or  a  modification 
thereof  that  is  generated  from  the 
current  fuel  economy  testing  program. 
(As  indicated  by  the  data  in  previous 


sections,  in-use  fuel  economy  perfor¬ 
mance  does  not  correspond  as  closely 
or  as  frequently  to  the  highway  value 
as  to  the  city  or  the  combined  value, 
so  that  highway  value  is  not  consid¬ 
ered  here.  The  fuel  cost  estimate 
would  be  based  on  that  single  mpg  es¬ 
timate. 

The  advantage  of  using  the  city 
value  instead  of  the  combined  value  is 
that  from  available  data,  the  city 
value  appears  to  most  closely  corre¬ 
spond  to  the  mileage  which  a  high 
proportion  of  in-use  vehicles  are  per¬ 
ceived  to  achieve  by  their  drivers. 
However,  the  combined  value  is  the 
basis  for  determining  compliance  with 
the  fuel  economy  standards,  and  thus 
for  that  reason  has  an  advantage  over 
the  city  value  to  the  extent  that  con¬ 
sistency  between  the  mileage  informa¬ 
tion  published  for  the  public  and  that 
used  in  determining  compliance  is  de¬ 
sirable. 

Publication  of  a  single  mpg  value  ap¬ 
pears  to  have  an  advantage  over  the 
current  three  estimate  approach  in 
that  (assuming  that  use  of  the  high¬ 
way  estimate  in  advertising  is  pre¬ 
cluded)  it  eliminates  the  problem  of 
the  car-buyer  who  focuses  only  on  the 
optimum  number,  and  provides  only 
that  estimate  which  is  more  Mkely  to 
reflect  the  in-use  mileage  achieved  by 
the  largest  portion  of  the  population. 

Alternative  Two— Publish  Low,  Mid- 

Range,  AND  High  Fuel  Economy  Es¬ 
timates  FOR  Each  Car 

Under  this  alternative,  the  general 
appearance  of  the  label  and  Mileage 
Guide  would  be  about  the  same  as 
they  are  at  present.  However,  the  defi¬ 
nition  of  each  value  would  change 
from  the  present  (city,  highway,  and 
combined)  to  low,  mid-range,  and 
high,  and  the  numerical  values  for 
each  of  the  new  categories  would  be 
the  result  of  an  adjustment  to  the 
measured  city  and  highway  values. 
These  adjustments  would  be  made  on 
the  basis  of  a  pro-rata  factor  to  repre¬ 
sent  the  impact  on  fuel  economy  of 
the  adverse  conditions  that  are  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  EPA  tests,  i.e.,  cold 
weather,  poor  roads,  higher-than-legal 
speeds,  and  less-than-optimum  mainte¬ 
nance  of  cars.  Such  a  factor  would  be 
based  on  data  availabale  on  the  impact 
on  fuel  economy  of  such  variables. 

For  example,  the  low  value  could 
represent  a  combination  of: 

1.  City  driving  with  shorter  average  trip 
length  (e.g.,  3  miles)  and  proportionally 
more  idling  than  the  18%  idle  on  the  7.5 
mile  EPA  city  cycle. 

2.  Driving  in  cold  (33*F.)  rather  than 
warm  weather. 

3.  Higher-than-legal  driving  speeds. 

4.  Less-than-optimum  maintenance. 

5.  Driving  in  a  cross  wind. 

In  the  aggregate,  it  is  estimated  that 
the  combination  of  these  factors 
would  tend  to  reduce  the  measured 


EPA  city  fuel  economy  by  10  to  25  per¬ 
cent.  Obviously,  even  larger  fuel  econ¬ 
omy  losses  could  be  incurred  from 
even  shorter  trips,  even  colder  weath¬ 
er,  even  more  congested  traffic  (more 
idling),  etc.,  and  thus  the  low  estimate 
could  not  represent  the  lowest  possible 
fuel  economy  that  it  is  possible  to 
achieve.  Additions,  deletions,  or 
changes  to  these  categories  will  be 
considered  on  the  basis  of  comments 
received. 

Comments  are  requested  in  particu¬ 
lar  on  the  validity  of  the  following  loss 
factors,  the  first  six  of  which  are 
based  on  data  published  by  EPA  in  a 
booklet  entitled  “Factors  Affecting 
Automotive  F\iel  Economy,”  Septem¬ 
ber,  1975,  and  the  last  of  which  was 
determined  in  the  EPA  fiscal  year 
1976  Restorative  Maintenance  Pro¬ 
gram; 


PE  loss  (compared  to  FTP 

Typical  amount  of 

conditions)  from: 

lost,  percent 

Driving  in  33*  weather _ 

8 

Tires  underinflated  by  35 

« 

pet . 

7 

Driving  at  average  high- 

way  speed  of  58  mi/h _ 

•10 

Average  cross  wind  of  18 

ml/h . — 

■» 

Heavier  load  by  250  lbs . 

•3 

Average  trip  length  of  3 

miles  (from  cold  start).... 

•15 

Less-than-optimum 

maintenance . 

3 

■  Highway  cycle  only. 

•Urban  cycle  only. 

The  mid-range  value  would  repre¬ 
sent  the  mean  fule  economy  for  all  in- 
use  driving.  According  to  several  sur¬ 
veys.  it  appears  that  the  measured 
EPA  city  fuel  economy,  without  ad¬ 
justment,  is  already  close  to  the  mean. 
For  that  reason,  the  measured  city 
value  would  be  used  to  represent  mid¬ 
range  fuel  economy. 

The  high  value  would  not  be  intend¬ 
ed  to  represent  the  highest  possible 
value  that  could  be  achieved  by  the  ve¬ 
hicle  if  driven  in  a  way  that  maximizes 
highway  fuel  economy,  as  in  a  fuel- 
economy  contest.  Rather,  the  high 
value  would  be  intended  to  represent  a 
level  that  could  reasonably  be 
achieved  by  a  typical  driver,  in  a  mix 
of  city  and  highway  driving  in  a  prop¬ 
erly-maintained  and  fully-broken-in 
car.  It  is  proposed  to  use  a  mix  of  the 
city  and  highway  estimates  weighted 
at  30  percent  and  70  percent,  respec¬ 
tively.  Other  weighting  mixes  will  be 
considered  as  appropriate  on  the  basis 
of  comments  received.  The  fuel  cost 
estimate  would  be  based  on  the  mid¬ 
range  value. 

In  this  approach,  the  published 
numbers  would  refer  to  the  total  driv¬ 
ing  experience  in  the  field,  rather 
than  to  discrete  city,  highway,  and 
combined  driving  which  is  hard  to 
define  and  rarely  achieved  by  any  indi¬ 
vidual.  and  the  published  values  would 
thus  be  closer  to  the  ranges  of  fuel 
economies  experienced  in-use. 

Both  this  approach  and  the  first  al¬ 
ternative  have  the  deficiency  that 
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they  cannot  possibly  account  for  all 
feasible  fuel  economy  results.  There 
will  be  people  (though  fewer)  who  get 
less  than  the  low  estimate,  and  there 
will  also  be  some  people  (more  than 
now)  who  will  get  more  than  the  high 
estimate.  For  some  of  these  people, 
the  EPA  data  will  continue  to  appear 
to  be  wrong;  however,  since  few  people 
consider  themselves  to  have  been  mis¬ 
lead  when  they  do  better  than  the 
EPA  estimate,  the  reduction  in  the 
number  of  people  who  get  less  than 
the  EPA  estimate  should  be  beneficial 
to  overall  public  credibility,  accep¬ 
tance  and  use  of  the  estimates. 

Alternative  Three— Publish  Only  a 

Relative  Fuel  Economy  Perfor¬ 
mance  Index 

Under  this  alternative  the  current 
combined  value,  which  gives  credit  for 


The  advantage  of  this  approach  is 
that  it  completely  gets  away  from 
mlles-per-gallon  values;  in  that  way 
this  approach  is  the. only  proposed  al¬ 
ternative  that  cannot  readily  be  inter¬ 
preted  as  a  prediction  of  absolute  in- 
use  mileage  and  which  focuses  atten¬ 
tion  on  the  relative  nature  of  the  EPA 
fuel  economy  data. 

However,  it  is  possible  that  many 
people  are  interested  in  comparing  the 
mileage  which  their  current  vehicle 
achieves  to  that  of  a  new  model,  as 
well  as  in  considering  fuel  costs.  They 
need  miles-per-gallon  values  to  do  so. 
To  the  degree  that  this  is  the  case,  the 
index  might  not  be  used  to  guide  pur¬ 
chase  decisions.  In  addition,  it  would 
be  possible  to  convert  the  index  to 
miles-per-gallon  values,  simply  by  mul¬ 
tiplying  it  by  the  base  level  and  divid¬ 
ing  by  100.  Various  media  might  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  do  this  and  to  publish  the  re¬ 
sults.  To  the  extent  that  is  done,  the 
value  of  using  an  index  is  reduced,  par¬ 
ticularly  if  the  actual  mpg  values  con¬ 
tinued  to  appear  in  advertisements  (a 
practice  which  may  not  be  subject  to 
prohibition  due  to  legal  limitations). 

Interested  parties  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  com¬ 
ments  (in  quadruplicate  if  possible)  to 
the  EPA  at  the  address  given  above  no 
later  than  March  21, 1978.  All  relevant 
material  received  during  the  comment 
period  will  be  considered. 

It  is  EPA’s  intention  to  assure  all  in¬ 
terested  parties  an  opportunity  to 


both  city  and  highway  fuel  economy 
performance,  would  be  compared  to  a 
base  value.  The  resulting  ratio  (multi¬ 
plied  by  100)  would  be  published  as 
representing  the  relative  fuel  economy 
performance  rating  for  the  car.  The 
fuel  cost  estimates  would  be  based  on 
the  combined  value  as  is  currently 
done. 

Various  ways  of  establishing  the 
base  value  exist,  but  for  purposes  of 
this  illustration,  it  is  assumed  that  the 
base  value  would  be  equal  to  the  statu¬ 
tory  1985  passenger  automobile  fuel 
economy  standard  of  27.5  mpg.  What¬ 
ever  base  value  is  chosen  should  be 
low  enough  to  avoid  the  published 
index  value  being  mistaken  for  a  mpg 
estimate.  Thus,  for  1979  the  combined 
value  for  each  car  would  be  divided  by 
27.5  and  multiplied  by  100,  as  in  the 
following  illustration  (using  1978  data 
for  cars  in  the  example): 


study  all  information  which  may 
become  the  basis  for  EPA’s  final 
action  in  this  proceeding.  Accordingly, 
the  Agency  will  not  consider  in  this  ru¬ 
lemaking  any  material  for  which  trade 
secrecy  is  claimed.  Parties  who  wish  to 
submit  information  in  response  to  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  are 
cautioned  that  EPA  will  return  any 
comments  which  are  claimed,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  to  be  confidential. 

A  copy  of  all  public  comments  will 
be  available  for  inspection  and  copying 
at  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Public  Information  Reference 
Unit.  Room  2922  (EPA  Library),  401  M 
Street  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20460. 
As  provided  in  40  CFR  Part  2,  a  rea¬ 
sonable  fee  may  be  charged  for  copy¬ 
ing  services. 

Economic  Impact 

Note:  The  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  action  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  Analy¬ 
sis  under  Executive  Orders  11821  and  11949, 
and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

(Sec.  301  Pub.  L.  94-163,  89  SUt.  901  (19 
U.S.C.  2003,  2006)) 

Dated;  February  9, 1978. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 
Administrator. 

Appendix  I 

EPA  Fuel  Economy  Testing.  For  the 
most  part,  preproduction  cars  are 


tested  for  generating  the  fule  economy 
data.  This  is  necessary  to  permit  the 
data  to  be  compiled  in  the  Gas  Mile¬ 
age  Guide,  as  well  as  included  on  the 
labels,  promptly  after  the  cars  go  on 
sale.  If  actual  production  cars  were 
used  for  fuel  economy  testing,  the  Gas 
Mileage  Guide  could  not  be  in  the 
showrooms  until  much  later  in  the 
model  year,  and  the  cars  produced 
early  in  the  model  year  could  not  be 
labeled  with  their  fuel  economy  rat¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act.  Thus  new- 
car  buyers  for  most  cars  would  have 
no  means  of  comparing  new  car  fuel 
economies  prior  to  purchase. 

Under  the  current  fuel  economy  reg¬ 
ulations.  the  EPA  publishes  three 
mileage  estimates  for  each  new 
model— a  city  mileage  estimate,  a 
highway  mileage  estimate,  and  a  com¬ 
bined  mileage  estimate.  The  data  used 
to  calculate  the  city  and  highway  fuel 
economy  estimates  are  generated  by 
operating  vehicles  in  a  laboratory 
imder  conditions  typical  of  driving  on 
a  warm  day.  The  test  is  made  on  an 
apparatus  called  a  dynamometer.  The 
combined  estimate  is  an  average  of  the 
city  and  highway  values,  weighted  to 
reflect  the  proportion  of  all  U.S.  driv¬ 
ing  done  on  urban  and  nonurban 
roads. 

On  a  dynamometer  a  car  can  be 
driven  without  actually  moving  for¬ 
ward.  with  any  desired  combination  of 
speeds,  number  of  stops,  acceleration 
and  deceleration  rates,  and  distances. 
The  ability  to  control  these  factors  in 
the  laboratory  permits  each  test  to  be 
nm  the  same  way  (i.e.,  without  the 
confounding  effect  of  variations  in 
driving  conditions),  so  that  the  rela¬ 
tive  fuel  economy  of  the  cars  can  be 
seen,  rather  than  effects  of  weather, 
road  conditions,  or  driver  habits. 

The  EPA  city  test  is  composed  of 
two  7.5  mile  trips  on  level,  paved  roads 
with  18  stops,  a  top  speed  of  56  mph 
and  an  average  speed  of  20  mph  per 
trip.  Each  trip  lasts  for  23  minutes.  18 
percent  of  which  is  idling  time  (about 
4  minutes).  One  city  trip  is  from  a  cold 
start  at  about  75°F;  one  is  made  with 
the  engine  already  warmed-up.  The 
two  trips  are  averaged  together,  with 
the  warmed-up  trip  weighted  some¬ 
what  more  heavily  to  reflect  the  in-use 
ratio  of  hot  and  cold  starts.  The  high¬ 
way  test  represents  a  lO-mile,  non-stop 
trip  on  level,  paved  roads  with  the  ve¬ 
hicle  warmed-up.  The  trip  has  an  aver¬ 
age  speed  of  just  under  50  mph.  a  top 
speed  of  60  mph  and  lasts  for  13  min¬ 
utes.  The  temperature  in  the  laborato¬ 
ry  is  maintained  in  a  range  of  68°  to 
86°F. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4126  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


Current 

Alternative  three 

Car 

aty 

Highway 

Combined 

Car 

Index  rating 

28 

40 

33 

12A 

Pinto  manual  ...........  ... 

25 

35 

39 

.  106 

Concord  automatic. . 

18 

23 

20 

Concord  automatic.... 

73 

Okta  Omega  manual ............... 

16 

28 

19 

Olds  Omega  manual . 

69 

Toronado  automaUc ...... 

13 

19 

15 

Toronado  automatic . 

55 

FEDiRAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  33— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  16,  197t 


6822 


PROPOSED  RULES 


[6712-011 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47  era  Porta  89,  91,  93,  95] 

[Docket  No.  21142;  PCC  78-71J 
GENERAL  MOULE  RADIO  SERVICE 

Raflodtij  Hm  Low  Post  Audio  Filtoring  Ro> 
quiromonta  With  o  Roviaod  Emiaaion  Limito* 
tion  Stondord 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rules. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  seeks 
additional  comment  on  the  interim 
digital  emission  limitation  standard 
adopted  earlier  in  this  proceeding,  par¬ 
ticularly  with  respect  to  the  possibility 
of  applying  the  digital  standard  to 
analog  communications  in  all  of  the 
land  mobile  frequency  bands  between 
25  and  866  MHz.  The  adoption  of  such 
a  standard  will  result  in  greater  flexi¬ 
bility  in  design  of  radio  transmitters. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  16.  1978.  and 
reply  comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  October  16,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to:  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

James  E.  McNally,  Jr.  or  Neal  Pike, 
Industrial  and  Public  Safety  Rules 
Division.  Safety  amd  Special  Radio 
Services  Bureau.  2*02-632-6497. 

Further  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking 

Adopted:  February  2,  1978. 

Released:  February  9.  1978. 

By  the  Commission:  Commissioner 
Washburn  concurring  in  the  result. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
Parts  89,  91,  93,  and  95  (General 
Mobile  Radio  Service)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  to  replace 
the  low  pass  audio  filtering  require¬ 
ments  with  a  revised  emission  limita¬ 
tion  standard.  Docket  No.  21142. 

1.  On  the  same  date  the  Commission 
adopted  a  First  Report  and  Order  in 
this  proceeding  (published  elsewhere 
in  this  issue)  which  provided  for  the 
routine  authorization  of  F3Y  emission 
(digital  voice  modulation)  in  the  Police 
and  Fire  Radio  Services,  and  F9Y 
emission  (for  non-voice  digital  sys¬ 
tems)  in  all  of  the  private  land  mobile 
radio  services  regulated  by  Parts  89, 
91,  and  93  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 
In  connection  with  this,  the  Commis- 
sidn  adopted  an  interim  digital  emis¬ 
sion  limitation  standard  applicable  to 
all  digital  systems  requiring  bypass  of 


the  normally  required  low  pass  audio 
filter.'  The  adoption  of  an  interim 
emission  limitation  standard  for  high 
bit  rate  digital  systems  was  necessary 
in  order  for  the  Commission  to  be  re¬ 
sponsive  to  the  needs  of  licensees  for 
greater  flexibility  in  the  design  of  digi¬ 
tal  communications  systems  intended 
for  use  on  narrow -band  FM  channels. 

2.  Since  the  fundamental  purpose  of 
an  emission  limitation  standard  is  the 
preclusion  of  interference  on  unautho¬ 
rized  frequencies,  it  is  our  belief  that  a 
single  standard  should  suffice  for  both 
analog  and  digital  systems  to  be  oper¬ 
ated  on  narrow-band  FM  channels.  We 
also  believe  that  there  is  no  compel¬ 
ling  reason  why  such  a  standard  could 
not  be  applied  to  all  transmitters  to  be 
operated  in  the  25  to  50,  150  to  174, 
450  to  512,  806  to  821,  and  851  to  866 
MHz  bands.* 

3.  The  interim  digital  emission  limi¬ 
tation  standard  developed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  the  basis  of  information 
submitted  in  response  to  the  original 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was  of 
the  traditional  format  in  that  it  speci¬ 
fied  the  permissible  emission  limit  in 
terms  of  a  maximum  permissible  emis¬ 
sion  envelope.  The  General  Electric 
Co.  (GE)  and  Motorola,  Inc.,  in  com¬ 
ments  filed  in  response  to  the  original 
Notice,  argued  that  standards  of  this 
type  were  undesirable  because  they 
did  not  reflect  the  actual  measure  of 
protection  to  be  afforded  adjacent 
channel  systems.  Accordingly,  both 
GE  and  Motorola  recommended  that 
the  Commission  .  adopt  the  emission 
limit  measurement  procedure  set  forth 
in  Electronic  Industries  Association 
(EIA)  Standard  RS-152-B.* 

4.  We  admit  that  our  traditional  way 
of  specifying  emission  limitations  suf¬ 
fers  from  the  deficiency  mentioned  by 
GE  and  Motorola.  However,  the  speci¬ 
fication  of  the  maximum  permissible 


•See  §§89.109  (h)  and*(i).  91.105  (g)  and 
(h),  93.105  (g)  and  (h)  and  95.619(e)  of  the 
rules.  See  also  42  PR  27974.  June  1,  1977. 

•  Under  this  proposal,  manufacturers  wish¬ 
ing  to  meet  the  emission  limitations 
through  the  use  of  low  pass  audio  filters 
would  probably  have  to  use  a  better  filter 
than  the  one  (40  Log,,  f/3)  presently  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Rules  for  frequencies  below 
450  MHz.  However,  even  if  our  adoption  of 
this  single  standard  would,  in  practical 
terms,  require  the  use  of  a  higher  quality 
filter  than  the  one  presently  used  in  the 
lower  frequency  bands,  it  is  our  hope  that 
an  equipment  cost  increase  could  be  avoided 
through  discounts  which  would  normally  be 
given  on  large  quantities  of  the  single  filter 
which  would  enable  the  transmitter  to  meet 
the  new  emission  limitations. 

•EIA  Standard  RS-152-B.  “Minimum 
Standards  for  Land  Mobile  Communication 
FM  or  PM  Transmitters,  25-450  MHz,"  is  a 
widely  used  guideline  for  the  design  of 
narrow  band  FM  conununications  sytems. 
Many  of  the  standards  set  forth  therein  are 
the  Commission’s  own. 


emission  envelope  does  enable  the 
computation  of  the  "worst  case”  pro¬ 
tection  which  would  be  afforded  to  ad¬ 
jacent  channel  stations  (this  assumes 
maximum  permissible  power  at  all  dis¬ 
placement  frequencies).  Further,  the 
measurement  pr(x:edure  set  forth  in 
EIA  Standard  RS-152-B  is  quite  com¬ 
plicated  and  time  consuming  com¬ 
pared  to  the  procedure  required  to  sat¬ 
isfy  the  Commission’s  present  require¬ 
ments.*  Further,  EIA  Standard  RS- 
152-B  assumes  a  certain  minimum  per¬ 
formance  on  the  part  of  the  adjacent 
channel  receiver.*  Such  a  departure 
from  the  traditional  way  of  measuring 
transmitter  emission  limits  should  not, 
we  felt,  be  implemented  prior  to  ob¬ 
taining  the  views  of  other  interested 
parties. 

5.  In  view  of  the  uncertainties  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  measurement  procedure 
set  forth  in  EIA  Standard  RS-152-^B, 
we  have  set  forth  in  the  Appendix 
rules  based  on  the  following  specific 
proposals: 

a.  The  interim  standard  for  digital 
transmitters  set  forth  in  the  First 
Report  and  Order  will  be  adopted  on  a 
permanent  basis. 

b.  The  digital  transmitter  emission 
limitation  standard  will  be  made  appli¬ 
cable  to  analog  transmitters,  thereby 
enabling  us  to  eliminate  the  rules  per¬ 
taining  to  low  pass  audio  filtering. 

c.  The  new  emission  limitation  will 
apply  to  all  transmitters  to  be  operat¬ 
ed  in  the  25-50,  150-174,  450-512,  806- 
821  and  851-866  MHz  bands. 

d.  All  transmitters  submitted  for 
type  acceptance  on  or  after  a  date  one 
year  after  the  date  of  the  adoption  of 
the  new  rules  would  be  required  to 
meet  the  new  emission  limitations. 
The  type  acceptance  status  of  trans¬ 
mitters  type  accepted  before  that  date 
would  not  be  affected. 

6.  Nevertheless,  in  view  of  the  favor 
shown  earlier  in  this  proceeding  for 
Commission  adoption  of  the  transmit¬ 
ter  emission  limit  measurement  proce¬ 
dure  specified  in  EIA  Standard  RS- 
152-B,  we  wish  to  pose  the  following 
questions: 

a.  Should  the  emission  limitations 
herein  proposed  by  the  Commission 
(and  presently  set  forth  in  the  Rules 
as  being  applicable  to  narrow  band 
digital  transmitters)  be  replaced  the 
emission  limit  measurement  procedure 
set  forth  in  EIA  Standard  RS-152-B? 

b.  If  so,  should  the  Commission 
adopt  the  emission  limits  specified  in 
EIA  Standard  RS-152-B?  If  not,  what 


•  Present  requirements  Involve  the  submU 
Sion  of  a  plot  of  the  characteristic  of  the 
audio  low  pass  filter  and  a  description  of  the 
radiated  emissions.  (The  usual  procedure  is 
to  submit  a  photograph  taken-  from  a  spec¬ 
trum  analyzer.) 

•We  have  very  little  information  on  re¬ 
ceiver  selectivity  characteristics  are  we  not 
(^rtain  that  the  “average”  receiver  meets 
the  EIA  specification. 
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should  the  decibel  value  of  the  adja¬ 
cent  channel  protection  afforded  be? 

c.  Should  the  Commission  accept 
measurements  made  per  EIA  Standard 
RS-152-B  only  on  an  alternative  basis 
(i.e.,  when  a  portion  of  a  transmitter’s 
radiated  emission  spectrum  exceeds 
the  FCC  emission  limitation  standard, 
but  because  of  substantially  reduced 
oower  In  other  critical  areas  of  the 
spectrum,  is  not  expected  to  have  any 
adverse  impact  on  the  performance  of 
adjacent  channel  systems)? 

d.  In  connection  with  questions  (a), 

(b)  and  (c)  above,  the  Commission  re¬ 
quests  that  manufacturers  submit  suf¬ 
ficient  information  on  receiver  selec¬ 
tivity  characteristics  in  order  that  we 
may  determine  whether  or  not  the  re¬ 
ceiver  selectivity  requirements  set 
forth  in  EIA  Standard  RS-152-B  are 
representative  of  equipment  presently 
in  widespread  use. 

7.  In  connection  with  the  above,  the 
Commission  invites  demonstrations  or 
tests  which  will  result  in  technical 
data  providing  additional  insight  into 
the  questions  of  adjacent  channel  in¬ 
terference  and  the  necessary  emission 
limitation  standards.  Such  tests  or 
demonstrations,  however,  should  be 
adequately  documented  so  as  to  pre¬ 
clude  any  ambiguity  about  the  means 
used  in  deriving  the  data.  Analytic  or 
laboratory  data  is  preferred  to  data 
derived  through  subjective  means,  and 
will  be  given  considerably  more  weight 
than  the  latter. 

8.  Lastly.  General  Electric,  in  com¬ 
ments  filed  in  response  to  the  original 
Notice,  proposed  that  standards  be 
adopted  for  F3Y  emission  (digital 
voice  modulation)  and  difidtal  voice  en¬ 
cryption.  They  maintain  that  stan¬ 
dards  should  be  adopted  which  specify 
the  voice  digitizing  technique,  symbol 
rate,  idling  codes  and  carrier  modula¬ 
tion.  While  we  appreciate  the  advan¬ 
tages  of  standardization,  we  believe  it 
would  be  premature  to  impose  any 
standards  at  this  time  in  view  of  the 
developmental  nature  of  this  mode  of 
communication.  Nevertheless,  we  in¬ 


vite  further  comment  as  to  whether  or 
not  standardization  is  desirable  and  if 
so.  what  form  the  standards  should 
take. 

9.  Authority  for  the  proposed 
amendments  is  contained  in  sections 
4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended.  Pursuant  to 
applicable  procedures  set  forth  in 
§  1.415  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  in¬ 
terested  parties  may  file  comments  on 
or  before  August  16,  1978,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  (October  16, 
1978.  Revelant  and  timely  comments 
and  reply  comments  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  before  final  action 
is  taken  in  this  proceeding.  In  reach¬ 
ing  its  decisions,  the  Commission  may 
also  take  into  account  other  relevant 
information  before  it.  in  addition  to 
the  specific  comments  invited  by  this 
Notice. 

10.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
an  original  and  five  copies  of  all  state¬ 
ments,  briefs,  or  comments  filed  shall 
be  furnished  the  Commission.  Re¬ 
sponses  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  during  regular  business  hours 
in  the  Commission’s  Public  Reference 
Room  at  its  headquarters  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

I.  Part  89  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
is  amended  as  follows:  (Parts  91.  93 
and  95  would  be  similarly  amended.) 

1.  In  §89.107,  paragraph  (f)  is  de¬ 
leted  and  paragraph  (c)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§89.107  Emission  limitation.s 

•  •  «  •  • 

(c)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(d)  of  §89.109,  the  power  of  any  side¬ 
band  emission  of  a  transmitter  shall 
be  attenuated  below  the  unmodulated 
transmitter  output  power  (P)  in  accor¬ 


dance  with  the  following  schedule: 

(1)  On  any  frequency  removed  from 
the  assigned  frequency  by  a  displace¬ 
ment  frequency  Ifd)  between  5  and  10 
kHz,  the  attenuation  shall  be: 

83  Log..  (/,/5)  dB. 

(2)  On  any  frequency  removed  from 
the  assigned  frequency  by  a  displace¬ 
ment  frequency  (//)  greater  than  10 
kHz,  the  attenuation  shall  be: 

116  Log.,  (fd/6.1)  dB,  or  50  +  10  Log.,  (P) 

dB. 

whichever  is  less. 

2.  In  §  89.109,  paragraphs  (e),  (f),  (g). 
(h).  (i)  and  (k)  are  deleted  and  para¬ 
graph  (d)  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§89.109  Modulation  requirements. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(d)  Until  (a  date  one  year  from  the 
effective  date  of  the  new  rules)  a 
transmitter  in  the  frequency  ranges  25 
to  50.  72  to  73,  75.4  to  76  and  150.8  to 
162  MHz,  may.  in  lieu  of  meeting  the 
emission  limitations  sp>ecified  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  §89.107,  be  equipped  with 
an  audio  low  pass  filter  having,  at 
audio  frequencies  between  3  and  15 
kHz.  an  attenuation  greater  than  the 
attenuation  at  1  kHz  by  at  least: 

40  Log..  (//3)  dB. 

where  is  the  audio  frequency  in 
kHz.  At  audio  frequencies  above  15 
kHz,  the  attenuation  shall  be  at  least 
28  dB  greater  than  the  attenuation  at 
1  kHz.  This  filter  shall  be  installed  be¬ 
tween  the  modulation  limiter  and  the 
modulated  stage.  The  provisions  of 
this  paragraph  do  not  apply  to  trans¬ 
mitters  of  licensed  radio-communica¬ 
tions  systems  operated  wholly  within 
the  limits  of  one  or  more  of  the  terri¬ 
tories  or  possessions  of  the  United 
States  or  Alaska,  or  Hawaii. 

IFR  Doc.  78-4336  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  ond  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


[3410-07] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Farmers  Home  Administration 

[Notice  of  Designation  No.  A568] 

LOUISIANA 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  farming,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  West  Baton 
Rouge  Parish,  as  a  result  of  excessive 
rainfall  April  22  through  May  1  and 
August  28  through  November  21,  1977, 
drought  May  2  through  July  23,  1977, 
and  excessive  rainfall  with  extremely 
high  winds  from  Hurricane  Babe,  Sep¬ 
tember  5,  1977. 

Therefore,  the  secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  this  area  as  eligible  for  emergen¬ 
cy  loans  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  as  amended,  and  the 
provisions  of  7  CFR  1904  Subpart  C, 
Exhibit  D,  Paragraph  V  B,  including 
the  recommendation  of  Governor 
Edwin  W.  Edwards  that  such  designa¬ 
tion  be  made. 

Applications,  for  emergency  loans 
must  be  received  by  this  Department 
no  later  than  August  4,  1978,  for  phys¬ 
ical  losses  and  February  5,  1979,  for 
production  losses,  except  that  quali¬ 
fied  borrowers  who  receive  initial 
loans  pursuant  to  this  designation 
may  be  eligible  for  subsequent  loans. 
The  urgency  of  the  need  for  loans  in 
the  designated  area  makes  it  impracti¬ 
cable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  give  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  invite  public  participa¬ 
tion. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  February  1978. 

Gordon  Cavanaugh, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4242  Piled  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[3410-07] 

[Notice  of  Designation  Number  A569] 

MAINE 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  farming,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 


stantially  affected  in  the  following 
Maine  Counties  as  a  result  of  excessive 
rainfall  June  1  through  October  1, 
1977,  in  all  counties  (Washington 
County  also  reported  a  hailstorm  June 
16,  1977): 

Androscoggin.  Aroostook,  Cumberland, 
Pranklin,  Hancock,  Kennebec.  Knox.  Lin¬ 
coln,  Oxford,  Penobscot,  Piscataquis.  Sa¬ 
gadahoc,  Somerset,  Waldo.  Washington. 
York. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  these  areas  as  eligible  for  emer¬ 
gency  loans  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural 
Development  Act,  as  amended,  and 
the  provisions  of  7  CFR  Part  1904, 
Subpart  C,  Exhibit  D,  Paragraph  V  B, 
including  the  recommendation  of  Gov¬ 
ernor  James  B.  Longley  that  such  des¬ 
ignation  be  made. 

Applications  for  emergency  loans 
must  be  received  by  this  Department 
no  later  than  August  4,  1978,  for  phys¬ 
ical  losses  and  February  5,  1979,  for 
production  losses,  except  that  quali- 
hed  borrowers  who  receive  initial 
loans  pursuant  to  this  designation 
may  be  eligible  for  subsequent  loans. 
The  urgency  of  the  need  for  loans  in 
the  designated  area  makes  it  impracti¬ 
cable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  give  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  invite  public  participa¬ 
tion. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  9th 
day  of  February  1978. 

Gordon  Cavanaugh, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 
[PR  Doc.  78-4243  Piled  2-15-78:  8:45  am) 


[3410-11] 

Foratt  Sarvica 

HOT  POINT  LAND  MANAGEMENT  PLAN 
Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2){C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft 
environmental  statement  for  the  Hot 
Point  Land  Management  Plan,  Forest 
Service  Report  No.  USDA-FS-R1(17) 
DES  (Adm)  78-7. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  land  management  plan  for  the 
15,429  acre  Hot  Point  Planning  Unit, 
presenting  resource  information,  re¬ 
source  allocation  decisions,  manage¬ 


ment  guidelines,  alternatives,  and  en¬ 
vironmental  impacts. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  filed  with  EPA  on  February  8, 
1978. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the 
following  locations: 

USDA  Forest  Service.  South  Agriculture 
Building.  Room  3231,  12th  St.  &  Indepen¬ 
dence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250. 

USDA  Forest  Service,  Northern  Region, 
Federal  Building,  Missoula,  Mont.  59807. 
USDA  Forest  Service,  Nezperce  National 
Forest.  319  East  Main,  Orangeville,  Idaho 
83530. 

USDA  Forest  Service,  Selway  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict.  Kooskia,  Idaho  83539. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies 
are  available  upon  request  to  Forest 
Supervisor,  Donald  L.  Biddison,  Nez¬ 
perce  National  Forest,  319  East  Main, 
Grangeville,  Idaho  83530. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  state¬ 
ment  have  been  sent  to  various  Feder¬ 
al.  State,  and  local  agencies  as  out¬ 
lined  in  the  CEQ  guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the 
public,  and  from  state  and  focal  agen¬ 
cies  which  are  authorized  to  develop 
and  enforce  environmental  standards, 
and  from  Federal  agencies  having  Ju¬ 
risdiction  by  law  or  special  expertise 
with  respect  to  any  environmental 
impact  involved  for  which  comments 
have  not  been  requested  specifically. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  requests  for  additional  in¬ 
formation  should  be  addressed  to 
Forest  Supervisor,  Nezperce  National 
Forest,  319  East  Main.  Grangeville, 
Idaho  83530.  Comments  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  April  10,  1978,  in  order  to  be 
considered  in  the  preparation  of  the 
final  environmental  statement. 

Dated:  February  8,  1978. 

James  E.  Reid, 
Acting  Regional  Forester, 
Northern  Region,  Forest  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  78-4256  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am) 


[3410-16] 

Soil  Consarvation  Sarvica 

IRRIGATION  FEATURES,  MONROE-ANNABELLA 
WATERSHED,  UTAH 

Infant  fa  not  Prepara  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
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1969,  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part 
1500),  and  the  Soil  Conservation  Ser¬ 
vice  Guidelines  (7  CPU  Part  650),  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  is  not  being  prepared  for  the  Ir¬ 
rigation  Features  of  the  Monroe-Anna- 
bella  Watershed,  Sevier  County,  Utah. 

The  environmental  assessment  of 
this  federally  assisted  action  indicates 
that  the  project  will  not  cause  signifi¬ 
cant  local,  regional,  or  national  im¬ 
pacts  on  the  environment.  As  a  result 
of  these  findings,  Mr.  George  D. 
McMillan.  State  Conservationist,  has 
determined  that  the  preparation  and 
review  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  not  needed  for  this  pro¬ 
ject. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  im¬ 
provement  of  the  existing  irrigation 
system.  The  planned  works  of  im¬ 
provement  include  approximately 
41,500  feet  of  irrigation  canal  and 
ditch  lining,  approximately  73,000  feet 
of  irrigation  pipelines,  water  control 
structures  and  appurtenances. 

The  notice  of  intent  to  not  prepare 
an  environmental  impact  statement 
has  been  forward  to  the  Environmen¬ 
tal  Protection  Agency.  The  basic  data 
developed  during  the  environmental 
assessment  is  on  file  and  may  be  re¬ 
viewed  by  interested  parties  at  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  Room  4012  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  125  South  State  Street, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84138,  801-524- 
5051.  An  environmental  impact  ap¬ 
praisal  has  been  prepared  and  sent  to 
various  Federal,  State,  and  local  agen¬ 
cies  and  Interested  parties.  A  limited 
number  of  copies  of  the  environmental 
impact  appraisal  is  available  to  fill 
single  copy  requests. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be 
taken  until  March  20,  1978. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  Watershed  Protection 
and  Flood  Prevention  Program,  Pub.  L.  83- 
566.  16  U.S.C.  1001-1008.) 

Dated:  February  7, 1978. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 

Assistant  Administrator  for 
Water  Resources,  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  Service.  V.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture. 

IFR  Doc.  78-4208  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6320-01] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Order  No.  78-2-56;  Docket  No.  305641 

AWUNE  TARIFF  PU8USHIN6  CO. 

Order  Regarding  Petition  for  Prior  Board  Ap- 
provoi  for  Diecussiont  on  Joint  Air-Motor 
Tariff  Rules 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington.  D.C. 
on  the  9th  day  of  February  1978. 


By  letter  dated  December  19,  1977, 
Airline  Tariff  Publishing  Co.  (ATP)  re¬ 
quests  a  3-month  extension  of  the  dis¬ 
cussion  period  granted  by  Order  77-6- 
136,  dated  June  28.  1977,  to  all  sched- 
uled-service  air  carriers  and  all  motor 
carriers  to  discuss  the  development  of 
uniform  tariff  rules  for  a  domestic  in- 
termodal  rules  tariff.  The  authoriza¬ 
tion  expired  on  December  28,  1977. 

In  support  of  its  request,  ATP  states 
that  although  excellent  progress  is 
being  made,  it  is  evident  that  final  re¬ 
sults  will  not  be  attainable  by  the  end 
of  1977,  and.  thus,  the  air  and  motor 
carriers,  at  a  meeting  held  November 
22,  1977,  requested  that  ATP  request 
the  Board  to  extend  the  discussion  au¬ 
thority  for  an  additional  period  of  3 
months. 

At  the  first  meeting  held  on  Septem¬ 
ber  8.  1977,  two  task  forces  were  ap¬ 
pointed.  and  subsequent  meetings 
were  held  on  October  20,  26,  and  No¬ 
vember  17,  and  22,  1977. 

Representatives  of  the  Board  and 
ICC  have  attended  these  working  ses¬ 
sions.  and  all  participants  worked  on 
assignments  between  meetings.  In  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  model  Joint  Truck/ Air 
Rules  Tariff  being  develot>ed,  the  par¬ 
ties  have  worked  on  a  possible  inter¬ 
line  service  agreement  and  a  claims 
handling  and  procedures  agreement, 
which  will  be  presented  to  the  Board 
for  approval.  ATP  further  states  that 
the  carriers  have  tentatively  sched¬ 
uled  another  general  meeting  for  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1978,  to  review  the  results  of 
task  force  activities. 

No  comments  have  been  filed. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  request, 
the  Board  will  authorize  the  extended 
time  for  these  intermodal  discussions. 
It  appears  that  considerable  progress 
has  been  made  and  that  the  carriers 
are  close  to  agreement. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a),  412  and  414, 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  authorization 
of  discussions  in  Order  77-6-136  is  ex¬ 
tended  through  March  31,  1978. 

This  Order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.  • 
Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4324  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am) 


[6320-01] 

(Order  No.  78-2-55;  Docket  No.  30679] 

HORIDA-ATLANTA  COMPETITIVE  NONSTOP 
SERVICE  CASE 

Ordor  on  Roconsidorotion 

Adopted  by  the  C^vil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  on  the  9th  day  of  February  1978. 


•  All  members  concurred. 


By  Order  77-12-22,  the  Board  modi¬ 
fied  the  scope  of  this  case  so  as  to 
allow  the  applicants  an  opportunity  to 
propose  service  beyond  Daytona 
Beach.  Sarasota-Bradenton,  and  Talla¬ 
hassee  to  Tampa  or  Miami  on  flights 
also  serving  Atlanta  and  one  of  the 
Florida  points  now  in  issue.  However, 
we  specifically  denied  a  request  to  in¬ 
clude  Tampa  as  an  alternate  gateway 
(in  addition  to  Atlanta)  to  the  north. 

Eastern  Air  Lines  has  filed  a  petition 
for  reconsideration  which  no  party  op¬ 
poses.  Eastern  points  out  that  order¬ 
ing  paragraph  (3)  of  Order  77-12-22 
could  allow  certain  applicants  to  uti¬ 
lize  Tampa  as  a  gateway  to  the  north 
by  virtue  both  of  their  present  author¬ 
ity  and  the  geographical  location  of 
Tampa  in  relation  to  Sarasota-Braden¬ 
ton.  As  Eastern  correctly  observes,  it 
was  not  our  intention  to  permit 
Tampa  to  be  used  as  an  alternate  to 
Atlanta.  In  its  present  form,  however, 
the  ordering  paragraph  raises  such  a 
possibility.  Accordingly,  the  text  of  or¬ 
dering  paragraphs  1(a)  and  3  have 
been  modified  and  consolidated  into  a 
single  ordering  paragraph  to  read  as 
follows: 

1(a)  Do  the  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  require  the  certification  of  an  air  carri¬ 
er  or  air  carriers  to  engage  in  nonstop  air 
transportation  between  Atlanta,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  Daytona  Beach.  Sarasota/Bra¬ 
denton.  and  Tallahassee,  on  the  other.  Any 
applicant  may  propose  to  extend  such 
flights  to  Tampa  (if  it  already  holds  Atlan- 
ta-Tampa  authority)  or  Miami  (if  it  already 
holds  Atlanta-Miami  authority)  after 
making  one  or  more  intermediate  stops  at 
Daytona  Beach,  Sarasota/Bradenton  or  Tal¬ 
lahassee:  provided  that  these  flights  origi¬ 
nate  or  terminate  at  Tampa  or  Miami. 

Southern  Airways  has  filed  for  a 
clarification  of  Order  77-12-22  which 
is  directed  also  to  ordering  paragraph 
(3).  Southern's  complaint  is  directed  to 
the  first  sentence  of  that  paragraph, 
which  provides  that  “Any  applicant 
now  authorized  to  serve  Atlanta,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  Tampa  or  Miami, 
on  the  other,  may  propose  one-stop 
service  via  Daytona  Beach.  Sarasota- 
Bradenton.  or  Tallahassee  between 
such  currently  authorized  points.” 
Southern  correctly  draws  the  infer¬ 
ence  that  it  may  not  propose  in  this 
proceeding  one-stop  service  between 
Atlanta  and  Tampa  since  it  is  not  cur¬ 
rently  authorized  to  serve  Tampa.  The 
carrier,  therefore,  requests  that  we 
delete  the  quoted  sentence.  Eastern 
has  filed  an  answer  in  opposition. 

Again,  the  purpose  of  including 
Tampa  and  Miami  in  this  proceeding 
was  to  provide  a  southern  terminal  for 
proposed  Atlanta-Florida  service  at  a 
Florida  point  now  served  by  the  appli¬ 
cants,  so  as  to  obviate  possible  stub- 
end  services  at  Daytona  Beach,  Sara¬ 
sota-Bradenton.  or  Tallahassee,  which 
are  not  at  present  served  by  some  ap¬ 
plicants.  We  thus  expanded  the  case 
to  allow  service  beyond  those  three 
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cities  to  Tampa  or  Miami.  Southern 
currently  serves  Miami  and  therefore 
has  no  stub^nd  problem  under  the 
scope  of  this  case.  Accordingly.  South¬ 
ern’s  request  is  denied. 

Applications  and  acceptable  motions 
to  consolidate  have  been  filed  by  Alle¬ 
gheny,  Docket  30749;  Braniff,  Dockets 
31275,  31276,  and  31277;  Delta,  Docket 
29126;  and  Southern,  Docket  31916. 
These  motions  will  be  granted  and  the 
applications,  to  the  extent  that  they 
conform  to  the  scope  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  will  be  consolidated. 

Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That  or¬ 
dering  paragraphs  1(a)  and  (3)  shall  be 
modified  and  consolidated  to  read  as 
follows: 

1(a)  Do  the  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  require  the  certification  of  an  air  carri¬ 
er  or  air  carriers  to  engage  in  nonstop  air 
transportation  between  Atlanta,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  Daytona  Beach,  Sarasota/Bra¬ 
denton,  and  Tallahassee,  on  the  other.  Any 
applicant  may  propose  to  extend  such 
flights  to  Tampa  (if  it  already  holds  Atlan- 
ta-Tampa  authority)  or  Miami  (if  it  already 
holds  Atlanta-Miami  authority)  after 
making  one  or  more  intermediate  stops  at 
Daytona  Beach,  Sarasota/Bradenton  or  Tal¬ 
lahassee;  provided  that  these  flights  origi¬ 
nate  or  terminate  at  Tampa  or  Miami. 

2.  The  request  of  Southern  Airways, 
Inc.,  to  delete  the  first  sentence  of  or¬ 
dering  paragraph  (3)  be  denied: 

3.  The  applications  of  Allegheny  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  Docket  30749;  Braniff  Air¬ 
ways.  Inc.,  Dockets  31275,  31276,  and 
31277;  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Docket 
29126,  and  Southern  Airways.  Inc., 
Docket  31279,  to  the  extent  they  con¬ 
form  to  the  scope  of  Docket  30679,  be 
comolidated  with  that  proceeding; 

4.  Except  to  the  extent  granted,  all 
petitions,  motions  and  requests  be 
denied. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board;  • 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 


[6320-01] 

[Docket  No.  30555] 

PEANUTS  FARE  INVESTIGATION 
Postponamant  of  Haoring 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  that  the 
hearing  in  the  above-entitled  proceed¬ 
ing  which  was  assigned  to  be  held  on 
February  14,  1978  at  9:30  a.m.  (local 
time),  in  Room  1003,  Hearing  Room  A. 
North  Universal  Building,  1875  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue.  Washington.  D.C, 
20428  (43  P.R.  4446,  February  2.  1978) 
is  hereby  postponed  tmtil  further 
notice. 


'  All  members  concurred. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Febru¬ 
ary  9,  1978. 

Burton  S.  Kolko, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 
[FR  Doc.  78-4319  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6320-01] 

[Docket  No.  24847] 

TRANSAVIA  HOLLAND  B.  V. 

Prahaaring  Confaranca 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  the  above-enti¬ 
tled  matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on 
March  9,  1978,  at  9:30  a.m.  (local 
time),  in  Room  1003,  Hearing  Room  C, 
Universal  North  Building,  1875  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  before  the  undersigned. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of 
the  conference,  parties  are  instructed 
to  submit  one  copy  to  each  party  and 
six  copies  to  the  Judge  of  (1)  proposed 
statements  of  issues;  (2)  proposed  stip¬ 
ulations;  (3)  proposed  requests  for  in¬ 
formation  and  for  evidence:  (4)  state¬ 
ments  of  positions;  and  (5)  proposed 
procedural  dates.  The  Bureau  of  Inter¬ 
national  Aviation  will  circulate  its  ma¬ 
terial  on  or  before  February  23,  1978, 
and  the  other  parties  on  or  before 
March  2.  1978.  The  submissions  of  the 
other  parties  shall  be  limited  to  points 
on  which  they  differ  with  the  Bureau 
of  International  Aviation,  and  shall 
follow  the  numbering  and  lettering 
used  by  the  Bureau  to  facilitate  cross- 
referencing. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Febru¬ 
ary  10,  1978. 

William  A.  Kane,  Jr.. 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4320  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[3510-22] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

DR.  NICHOLAS  R.  HALL  AND  DR.  WILLIAM  W. 

DAWSON 

Modification  of  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  §  216.33  (d)  and  (e) 
of  the  Regulations  Governing  the 
Taking  and  Importing  of  Marine 
Mammals  (50  CF’R  Part  216),  the  Sci¬ 
entific  Research  Permit  No.  93  issued 
to  Dr.  Nicholas  R.  Hall  and  Dr.  Wil¬ 
liam  W.  Dawson,  Department  of  Oph¬ 
thalmology,  College  of  Medicine,  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Florida,  Gainesville,  Fla. 
32610,  on  May  6.  1975  (40  FR  21507),  is 
modified  in  the  following  manner: 

Section  B-9  has  been  changed  to  read,  “this 
Permit  is  valid  with  respect  to  the  taking 
authorized  herein  until  December  31, 
1980." 


This  modification  is  effective  on 
February  16,  1978.  The  Permit,  as 
modified,  is  available  for  review  in  the 
following  offices: 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries.  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  3300  Whi¬ 
tehaven  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.; 
and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisher¬ 
ies  Service,  Southeast  Region,  Duval 
Building,  9450  Koger  Boulevard,  St.  Pe¬ 
tersburg.  Fla.  33702. 

Dated:  February  8,  1978. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
[FR  Doc  78-4241  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[3510-22] 

DR.  RONNIE  J.  GILBERT 

Issuance  of  an  Endangarad  Species  Permit 

On  November  23.  1977  (FR  42  69923) 
the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  pub¬ 
lished  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  that  an  application  to  take  short- 
nose  sturgeon  (.Acipenser  breviros- 
trum),  an  endangered  species  of  fish, 
had  been  filed  with  the  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service  by  Dr.  Ronnie  J.  Gilbert, 
USDI-FWS,  Georgia  Cooperative 
Fishery  Research  Unit,  University  of 
Georgia.  Athens.  Ga.  30602.  Subse¬ 
quently,  the  application  was  forward¬ 
ed  to  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  for  further  processing. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  6,  1978,  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  issued  a  Scientific 
Purposes  Permit,  as  authorized  by  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of,  1973  (16 
U.S.C.  1531-1543),  to  Ronnie  J.  Gil¬ 
bert,  subject  to  certain  conditions  set 
forth  therein. 

The  Permit  authorized  the  holder  to 
capture,  radio  tag.  identify,  and  re¬ 
lease  up  to  twelve  (12)  shortnose  stur¬ 
geon  (.Acipenser  brevirostrum),  and  to 
obtain  dead  specimens  incidentally 
taken  by  commercial  shad  fishery  op¬ 
erations  or  from  authorized  research 
activities. 

Issuance  of  this  Permit,  as  required 
by  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of 
1973,  is  based  on  a  finiling  that  such 
Permit:  (1)  Was  applied  for  in  good 
faith;  (2)  will  not  operate  to  the  disad¬ 
vantage  of  the  endangered  species 
which  are  the  subject  of  the  Permit: 
and  (3)  will  be  consistent  with  the  pur¬ 
poses  and  policies  set  forth  in  section  2 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973. 
This  Permit  was  also  issued  in  accor¬ 
dance  with,  and  it  subject  is,  Parts  220 
and  222  of  Title  50  CFR,  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  regulations 
governing  endangered  species  permits 
(39  PR  14357,  November  27.  1974). 

The  Permit  is  available  for  review  by 
interested  persons  in  the  following  at- 
fices: 
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Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisherira,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  3300  Whi¬ 
tehaven  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.C.; 
Regional  Director.  National  Marine  Fisher¬ 
ies  Service,  Northeast  Region.  Federal 
Building.  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester,  Mass. 
01930:  and 

Regional  Director.  National  Marine  Fisher¬ 
ies  Service.  Southeast  Region.  Duval 
Building.  9450  Roger  Boulevard.  St.  Pe¬ 
tersburg,  Fla.  33702. 

Dated:  February  6.  1978. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4238  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[3510-22] 

DETROIT  ZOOLOGICAL  PARK 
Modification  of  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  sections  216.33  (d) 
and  (e)  of  the  Regulations  Governing 
the  Taking  and  Importing  of  Marine 
Mammals  (50  CPR  Part  216),  Public 
Display  Permit  No.  147  issued  to  De¬ 
troit  Zoological  Park,  8450  West  Ten 
Mile  Road,  P.O.  Box  39,  Royal  Oak, 
Mich.  48068,  on  August  23.  1976  (41 
FR  36529),  is  modified  in  the  following 
manner: 

Section  B-6  has  been  changed  to  read,  "This 
Permit  is  valid  with  respect  to  the  taking 
authorized  herein  until  December  31, 
1979.” 

This  modification  is  effective  on 
February  16,  1978.  The  permit  as 
modified  is  available  for  review  in  the 
following  offices: 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  3300  Whi¬ 
tehaven  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.; 
and 

Regional  Director.  National  Marine  Fisher¬ 
ies  Service,  Northeast  Region,  14  Elm 
Street,  Federal  Building,  Gloucester, 
Mass.  01930. 

Dated:  February  6,  1978. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fish^es  Service. 

IFR  Doc.  78-4237  FUed  2-15-78:  8:45  ami 


[3510-22] 

SOLTTHWEST  FISHERIES  CENTER 
Istuance  of  Permit  for  Marine  Mammolt 

On  October  11,  1977,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  I^eral  Register  (42 
F.R.  54854),  that  an  application  had 
been  filed  by  the  Southwest  Fisheries 
Center,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Ser¬ 
vice,  La  Jolla.  Calif.  92037,  for  a 
permit  to  conduct  the  following  activi¬ 
ties: 


1.  Tag  and/or  mark  up  to  100  spinner  dol¬ 
phins  iStenella  longirostris)  in  the  waters  of 
Hawaii:  and 

2.  Take,  tag  and/or  mark  the  following 
numbers  of  marine  mammals  from  the  East¬ 
ern  Tropical  Pacific  Ocean: 

a.  150,000  spotted  dolphin  iStenella  alien- 

uata) 

b.  100.000  spinner  dolphin  iStenella  longir¬ 

ostris) 

c.  75,000  common  dolphin  IDelphinus  del- 

phis) 

d.  50,000  striped  dolphin  iStcnella  ceeru- 
leoalba) 

e.  50,000  bottlenosed  dolphin  iTursiops 
truncatus) 

f.  5,000  rough  toothed  dolphin  (Stene  bre- 

danensis) 

g.  1,000  Fraser’s  dolphin  iLagenodelphis 
hosei) 

h.  250  pygmy  killer  whale  (Feresa  atten- 
uata) 

1.  250  melon-headed  whale  Peponocephala 
electro) 

j.  1,000  Risso’s  dolphin  (Grampus  griseus) 

3.  Collect  and/or  import  an  unspecified 
number  of  biological  specimens  and  car¬ 
casses  of  animals  of  the  above  mentioned 
species  which  are  killed  accidentally  or 
found  dead  in  the  course  of  the  research. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1978,  and  as  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Marine  Mammal  Pro¬ 
tection  Act  of  1972  (16  UJ5.C.  1361- 
1407),  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Sercice  issued  a  Permit  to  the  South¬ 
west  Fisheries  Center,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  subject  to 
certain  conditions  set  forth  therein. 

The  Permit  authorizes  the  requested 
taking  and  importing  only  after  the 
submission  of  progress  reports  which 
will  be  evaluated  in  consultation  with 
the  Marine  Mammal  Commission  to 
insure  that  only  long-term  harmless 
and  highly  visible  tagging/marking 
techniques  will  be  used. 

The  Permit  is  available  for  review  by 
interested  persons  in  the  following  of¬ 
fices: 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries.  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service.  3300  Whi¬ 
tehaven  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.C.; 
and 

Regional  Director.  National  Marine  Fisher¬ 
ies  Service,  Southwest  Region,  300  South 
Ferry  Street,  Terminal  Island,  Calif. 
90731. 

Dated:  February  3, 1978. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 
Deputy  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  78-4239  Piled  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[3510-22] 

SEA-ARAMA  MARINEWORLO 
Ittwonco  of  PormH  to  Toko  Marino  Mammalt 

On  December  5,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FTl 
61490),  that  an  application  had  been 
filed  with  the  National  Marine  Fisher¬ 
ies  Service  by  Sea-Arama  Mar- 


ineworld.  Seawall  Boulevard  at  91st 
Street,  P.O.  Box  3068,  Galveston,  Tex. 
77550,  for  a  Fhiblic  Display  Permit  to 
take  two  (2)  Atlantic  bottlenosed  dol¬ 
phins  (Trusiops  truncatus)  for  public 
display. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1978,  as  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Marine  Mammal  Pro¬ 
tection  Act  of  1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361- 
1407),  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  issued  a  Fhiblic  Display  Permit 
for  the  above  taking  to  Sea-Arama 
Marineworld,  subject  to  certain  condi¬ 
tions  set  forth  therein.  The  Permit  is 
available  for  review  by  interested  per¬ 
sons  in  the  following  offices: 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries.  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  3300  Whi¬ 
tehaven  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.: 
and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisher¬ 
ies  Service,  Southeast  Region,  Duval 
Building.  9450  Roger  Boulevard,  St.  Pe¬ 
tersburg,  Fla.  33701. 

Dated:  February  7, 1978. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm. 

Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
(FR  Doc.  78-4240  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[3510-22] 

TRANSFER  OF  FISHING  VESSEL  TO  FOREIGN 
OWNERSHIP 

Racaipt  of  Application  for  Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  De¬ 
cember  23,  1977,  the  Maritime  Admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  received  an  application  from 
Luther  D.  Watts  and  Lucille  G.  Watts, 
2680  Sunset  Avenue,  West  Linn.  Oreg. 
97068,  for  the  approval  of  the  sale  of 
the  30.2'  registered  length  fishing 
vessel  Lu-Den,  O.N.  572185,  to  Ivan 
Martushel,  Route  1,  Box  261,  Hub¬ 
bard,  Oreg.  97032.  Such  approval  is  re¬ 
quired  by  sections  9  and  37  of  the 
Shipping  Act.  1916,  as  amended  (36 
U.S.C.  808,335),  because  the  applicant 
is  a  Russian  citizen  and  the  contem¬ 
plated  transfer  could  subject  the 
vessel  to  foreign  control.  The  vessel 
has  been  modified  to  admeasure  at 
under  5  net  tons  and  is  to  be  operated 
out  of  Homer,  and  Seward.  Alaska,  pri¬ 
marily  in  the  fishery  for  halibut  and 
salmon. 

The  Maritime  Administration  is  the 
Federal  agency  responsible  for  the  ap¬ 
proval  or  disapproval  of  applications 
submitted  pursuant  to  sections  9  and 
37  of  the  Shipping  Act.  However,  the 
Maritime  Administration  customarily 
solicits  the  views  of  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  before  decid¬ 
ing  on  an  application  relating  to  a 
fishing  vessel,  and  has  sought  the  view 
of  the  Service  with  regard  to  this  ap¬ 
plication.  Before  responding,  the  Ser- 
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vice  is  soliciting  the  written  conunents 
of  interested  persons  in  regard  to  this 
application.  Such  comments  should  be 
ad^essed  to  the  Acting  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Fisheries,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235,  and  received  no  later  than 
March  20,  1978. 

All  communications  received  by  such 
date  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  with  respect  to  this  application. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
this  time. 

Dated;  February  10, 1978. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4209  PUed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[3510-22] 

TRANSFEK  OF  FISHING  VESSEL  TO  FOREIGN 
OWNERSHIP 

Racaipt  of  Application  for  Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  De¬ 
cember  21,  1977,  the  Maritime  Admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  received  an  application  from 
Julian  A.  Cervantes,  827  Southard 
Street,  Key  West,  Fla.  33040,  for  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  sale  of  the  32.0'  regis¬ 
tered  length  fishing  vessel  Karen 
Anne,  O.N.  288955  to  Carlos  Rodrievez. 
5th  Avenue,  Apt.  6,  Stock  Island,  Key 
West,  Fla.  33040.  Such  approval  is  re¬ 
quired  by  sections  9  and  37  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916,  as  amended  (36 
U.S.C.  808,335),  because  the  applicant 
is  a  Chiban  citizen  and  the  contemplat¬ 
ed  transfer  could  subject  the  vessel  to 
foreign  control.  If  the  transfer  is  ap¬ 
proved  the  vessel  will  be  modified  to 
be  admeasured  at  under  5  net  tons  and 
will  be  operated  primarily  in  the  fish¬ 
ery  for  spiny  lobster. 

'The  Maritime  Administration  is  the 
Federal  agency  responsible  for  the  ap¬ 
proval  or  disapproval  of  applications 
submitted  pursuant  to  sections  9  and 
37  of  the  Shipping  Act.  However,  the 
Maritime  Administration  customarily 
solicits  the  views  of  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  before  decid¬ 
ing  on  an  application  relating  to  a 
fishing  vessel,  and  has  sought  the 
views  of  the  Service  with  regard  to 
this  application.  Before  responding, 
the  Service  is  soliciting  the  written 
comments  of  interested  persons  in 
regard  to  this  application.  Such  com¬ 
ments  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Washington.  D.C.  20235,  and 
received  no  later  than  March  20.  1978. 
All  communications  received  by  such 


date  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  with  respect  to  this  application. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
this  time. 

Dated;  February  10,  1978. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
[PR  Doc.  78-4210  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[3510-18] 

Offico  of  Hto  Socrotory 

[Appropriation  No.  A/801/1017-00/17-00] 

INVITATION  TO  U.S.  AND  ISRAELI  HRMS  TO 

SUBMIT  JOINT  PROPOSALS  TO  THE  BIRD 

FOUNDATION  FOR  INDUSTRIAL  RBD  PRO- 

POSALS 

Submit  Proposals 

On  May  18,  1977,  the  Israel-U.S.  Bin¬ 
ational  Industrial  Research  and  Devel¬ 
opment  Foundation  (BIRDF)  was  for¬ 
mally  established  and  endowed  with 
$60  million— $30  million  from  each 
country. 

The  Foundation,  the  first  of  its  kind 
between  the  U.S.  and  another  country, 
is  designed  to  support  and  promote 
joint,  non-defense,  industrial  research 
and  development  activities  that  have 
significant  commercial  potential  and 
that  are  of  mutual  benefit  to  the 
United  States  and  Israel.  A  further  ob¬ 
jective  of  the  BIRDF  is  to  develop  col- 
loboratlve  relations  between  U.S.  and 
Israeli  firms.  The  scope  of  industrial 
research  and  development  activities 
which  the  BIRDF  may  support  in¬ 
cludes  all  activities  in  the  process 
through  which  an  innovation  becomes 
a  commercial  product,  including,  but 
not  limited  to  industrial  R&D,  prc^uct 
engineering  and  manufacturing  start¬ 
up. 

The  BIRDF  is  operated  by  an  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Director  and  a  staff.  The  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Director  reports  to  a  Board  of 
Governors  consisting  of  senior  U.S. 
and  Israeli  Government  officials.  The 
U.S.  members  of  the  Board  of  Gover¬ 
nors  are  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Science  and  Technol¬ 
ogy;  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  International  Affairs; 
and  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  State 
for  Oceans  and  International  Environ¬ 
mental  and  Scientific  Affairs.  Repre¬ 
senting  Israel  on  the  Board  are  the  Di¬ 
rector  General  of  the  Ministry  of 
Commerce,  Industry  and  Tourism;  the 
Director  CJeneral  of  the  Ministry  of 
Finance;  and  the  Chief  Scientist  of  the 
Ministry  of  Commerce,  Industry  and 
Tourism. 

Experience  has  indicated  that  the 
successful  commercialization  of  new 
technological  innovations  is  influenced 


not  only  by  the  technological  success 
of  the  project  but  by  the  degree  to 
which  the  innovation  is  successfully 
analyzed,  evaluated  and  planned 
during  its  conceptual  phases.  There¬ 
fore,  in  order  to  maximize  the  prob¬ 
ability  that  BIRDF  awards  will  even¬ 
tually  result  in  the  successful  commer- 
cialiration  of  new  ventures,  a  relative¬ 
ly  high  level  of  analysis,  evaluation, 
and  planning  is  desirable.  It  is  also  de¬ 
sirable  as  an  input  to  guide  the  Foun¬ 
dation  in  allocating  its  resources.  It  is 
recognized  that  small  firms  are  good 
sources  of  ideas  for  new  innovations. 
Many  small  firms,  however,  lack  the 
resources  to  conduct  the  necessary  re¬ 
search  and  development  and  the  ex¬ 
pertise  to  analyze,  evaluate,  and  plan  a 
proposed  technological  innovation  to 
the  level  of  sophistication  which  will 
provide  the  desired  impact  on  commer¬ 
cialization  success  and  the  desired 
guidance  to  the  allocation  of  the 
Foi^dation’s  resources.  To  overcome 
this  problem,  a  flexible  award  process 
has  been  designed. 

The  first  step  in  this  process  is  the 
Joint  submission  of  a  preliminary  pro¬ 
posal  by  recognized,  for-profit,  com¬ 
mercial  entities  of  both  the  United 
States  and  Israel.  This  proposal  will  be 
used  by  the  BIRDF  as  a  means  for  de¬ 
ciding  the  extent  and  type  of  funding 
which  is  justified.  In  cases  where  the 
technical  feasibility  of  a  proposed  new 
innovation  concept  has  been  well-es¬ 
tablished  and  preliminary  analysis  in¬ 
dicates  high  commercial  potential  and 
large  mutual  benefits  to  Israel  and  the 
U.S.,  the  BIRDF  can  supply  funds  of 
up  to  $10,000  to  small  firms  to  be  used 
to  prepare  a  final  more  detailed  pro¬ 
posal  requesting  additional  funds. 
Larger  firms  who  do  not  qualify  for 
such  funding  will  be  asked  to  prepare 
a  final  proposal  with  their  own  re¬ 
sources  if  the  proposed  concept  war¬ 
rants. 

In  cases  where  there  is  significant 
technological  or  other  types  of  uncer¬ 
tainty  but  where  the  potential  returns 
appear  to  justify  investment  to  resolve 
these  uncertainties,  intermediate 
awards  of  up  to  $100,00  for  a  period 
not  to  exceed  one  year  may  be  award¬ 
ed  to  resolve  the  uncertainties  and 
prepare  a  more  detailed  feasibility 
analysis  to  be  included  in  a  proposal 
for  additional  funding. 

The  process  through  which  award 
decisions  are  made  and  the  general  eli¬ 
gibility  condition  for  BIRD  Founda¬ 
tion  awards  are  set  out  in  a  BIRD 
Foundation  publication  “Guidelines 
for  Preparing  Proposals”.  A  copy  of 
this  document  may  be  obtained  by 
writing: 

Binational  Industrial  R&D  Foundation,  c/o 

Mr.  Marc  Aron,  Government  of  Israel  In¬ 
vestment  Authority.  641  Lexington 

Avenue.  New  York.  N.Y.  10022. 
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Informal  discussions  between  the  ap¬ 
plicant  and  the  BIRDP  are  encour¬ 
aged.  These  discussions,  if  desired,  can 
serve  to  provide  inputs  to  aid  an  appli¬ 
cant  in  deciding  whether  or  not  to 
apply  for  funding  and  can  often  help 


[6712-01] 


in  identifying  the  other-country  part¬ 
ner  required  for  joint  application. 

Inquiries  may  be  made  to: 

Executive  Director,  BIRD  Foundation,  P.O. 
Box  39104,  Ramat  Aviv,  Tel  Aviv,  Israel, 
(03)  471569. 


Dated:  February  9,  1978. 

Jordan  J.  Baruch, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Science  and  Technology. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4227  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  ami 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[Report  No.  11001 

PETITIONS  FOR  RECONSIDERATION  OF  ACTION  IN  RULEMAKING  PROCEEDINGS  FILED 

February  10,  1978. 

Docket  or  RM  No.  Rule  No.  Subject  Date  received 


18675 .  Policy  to  be  followed  In  future  licensing  of  facilities  for  overseas  commu-  . 

nications. 

Filed  *by  Edgar  Mayfield,  Robert  E.  Boone,  Jr.,  and  Thomas  J.  Reiman,  F^b.  2,  1978 
attorneys  for  American  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Co. 

Filed  by  Henry  Goldberg,  attorney  for  FTC  Communications,  Inc .  Do. 

Filed  by  Howard  A.  White  and  Theodore  J.  Fischkin,  attorneys  for  ITT  . 

World  Communciations,  Inc. 

Filed  by  FYancis  J.  DeRosa  and  Charles  M.  Lehrhaupt,  attorneys  for  Do. 

■  RCA  Global  Communications,  Inc. 

Filed  by  Robert  E.  Conn,  executive  vice  president  for  Western  Union  In-  Do. 
temational,  Inc. 

Filed  by  J.  Randolph  MacPherson,  chief  trial  attorney  for  Department  Do. 
of  Defence. 

Filed  by  John  M.  Richardson  for  Office  of  Telecommunications,  U.S.  De-  Feb.  3,  1978 
partment  of  Commerce. 

Filed  by  Roderick  A.  Mette,  vice  president  and  counsel  for  TRT  Tele-  Feb.  8.  1978 
communications  Corp. 


Note.— Oppositions  to  petitions  for  reconsideration  must  be  filed  on  or  before  March  3,  1978.  Replies  to  an  opposition  must  be  filed  within  10  days  after  time 
for  filing  oppositions  has  expired. 


Federal  Communications  Commission, 

William  J,  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 


[FR  Doc  78-4252  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[3810-70] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Dofontc  Nuclear  Agency 
PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
System  of  Record  Amendment 

AGENCY:  Defense  Nuclear  Agency 
(DNA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  amendment  to  a 
system  of  records. 

SUMMARY:  The  Defense  Nuclear 
Agency  (DNA)  proposes  to  amend  an 
existing  system  of  records  to  its  record 
system  inventory  subject  to  the  Priva¬ 
cy  Act  of  1974.  This  amended  system  is 
identified  as  HDNA  609-02,  entitled.- 
"Personnel  Radiation  Exposure  Re¬ 
cords.”  The  specific  changes  to  the 
system  being  amended  is  set  forth 
below  followed  by  the  record  system 
published  in  its  entirety,  as  amended. 
DATES:  This  system  shall  be  amended 
as  proposed  without  further  notice 
March  20,  1978,  unless  comments  are 
received  on  or  ^fore  March  20,  1978, 
which  would  result  in  a  contrary  de¬ 
termination  and  requiring  republica¬ 
tion  for  further  comments. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  the 


system  manager  identified  in  the 
record  system. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACTT: 

Rosemary  H.  Griffith,  General 

Counsel,  Defense  Nuclear  Agency, 

Washin^on,  D.C.  20305,  telephone 

202-325-7681. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Defense  Nuclear  Agency  (DNA) 
systems  of  records  inventory  subject 
to  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  5  U.S.C. 
552a(e)(4),  was  published  on  Septem¬ 
ber  28,  1977  at  42  FR  51073.  DNA  sub¬ 
mitted  a  proposed  altered  system 
report  to  amend  this  system  published 
September  28.  1977  at  42  FR  51078,  on 
December  23,  1977  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  (OMB)  Circular  No. 
A- 108,  and  Transmittal  Memoranda 
No.  1  and  No.  3,  dated  September  30, 
1975  and  May  17,  1976,  respectively. 
These  provisions  provide  supplemental 
guidance  to  Federal  agencies  regarding 
the  preparation  and  submission  of  re¬ 
ports  of  their  intention  to  established 
or  alter  systems  of  personal  records  as 
required  by  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  5 
U.S.C.  552a(o)  (Pub.  L.  93-579).  This 
OMB  Guidance  was  set  forth  in  the 


Federal  Register  (40  FR  45877)  on 
October  3.  1975. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  Washington  Head¬ 
quarters  Services,  Department 
of  Defense. 

February  13,  1978. 

HDNA  609-02 

System  name:  609-02  Personnel  Radi¬ 
ation  Exposure  Records  42  PR  51078, 
September  28,  1977. 

Changes: 

System  location:  Add  “and  Office  of 
the  Commander,  Enewetak  Atoll,  Mar¬ 
shall  Islands.”  at  the  end  of  the  para¬ 
graph. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  Add  “At  Enewetak,  all  indi¬ 
viduals  who  work  or  visit  the  Atoll 
other  than  transient  air  crews  and  air 
passengers  who  do  not  leave  the  air¬ 
craft.  At  the  Uniformed  Service  Uni¬ 
versity  of  the  Health  Sciences,  all  em¬ 
ployees,  students,  visitors,  contractors 
or  anyone  else  known  to  enter  a  radi¬ 
ation  environment  at  Uniform  Ser¬ 
vices  University  of  the  Health  Sciences 
(USUHS).”  after  the  second  sentence. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 
Delete  entire  entry  and  substitute 
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“For  employees  at  AFRRI.  FCDNA, 
and  USUHS  file  contains  personal  in¬ 
formation  consisting  of  name,  social 
security  number,  date  of  birth,  current 
and  previous  radiation  exposure,  histo¬ 
ry  and  places  of  employment  and 
when  exposures  occurred.  For  others, 
at  AFRRI.  FCDNA  and  USUHS  file 
contains  name,  social  security  number, 
date  of  birth,  current  employer,  citi¬ 
zenship.  and  current  exposure  history. 
For  all.  at  AFRRI.  FCDNA  and 
USUHS  information  on  pregnancy  and 
pacemaker.  Enewetak  files  will  contain 
personal  information  consisting  of 
names,  social  security  number,  date  of 
birth,  current  and  previous  radiation 
exposure  history,  areas  visited  or 
worked,  dates  of  arrival  and  departure, 
and  citizenship.” 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system:  Add  “Military  Construction 
Appropriation  Act  of  1977  (P.L.  94- 
367)  and  DNA  OPLAN  600-77, 
Cleanup  of  Enewetak  Atoll”  after  “42 
use  2013”. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dis¬ 
posing  of  records  in  the  system:  Add 
“At  Enewetak:  5"  x  7"  cards  filed  in  a 
metal  file  cabinet  in  the  Enewetak 
Commander’s  office.”  at  end  of  the 
paragraph. 

Safeguards:  Add  “Enewetak— Locked 
and  secured  in  Enewetak  Command¬ 
er’s  office.”  as  a  third  safeguard. 

Retention  and  disposal:  Add  “All 
Enewetak  records  will  be  maintained 
permanently.”  after  the  third  sen¬ 
tence. 

System  manageris)  and  address: 
Delete  entry  and  substitute  “AFRRI 
and  USUHS— Chairman,  Radiation 
Safety  Department,  Armed  Forces  Ra¬ 
diobiology  Research  Institute,  Bethes- 
da.  Md.  20014.” 

“Field  Command.  DNA  and  Enwew- 
tak  Atoll.  MI— Health  Physicist,  Logis¬ 
tics  Directorate,  Field  Command.  De¬ 
fense  Nuclear  Agency,  Albuquerque, 
N.  Mex.  87115. 

Record  sources  categories:  Delete 
entry  and  substitute  “AFRRI,  FCDNA 
and  USUHS  information  voluntarily 
submitted  by  individual.  Enewetak  in¬ 
formation  as  required  to  be  submitted 
individual.  Additional  information 
added  as  data  is  collected.” 

HDNA  609-02 

System  name: 

609-02  Personnel  Radiation  Expo¬ 
sure  Records. 

System  location: 

Decentralized  system.  Primary  loca¬ 
tion:  Radiological  Safety  Department, 
Bldg.  42,  Rooms  1420  and  1422,  Armed 
Forces  Radiobiology  Research  Insti¬ 
tute  (AFRRI),  Defense  Nuclear 
Agency.  Bethesda,  Md.  20014,  on  the 
ground  of  the  National  Naval  Medical 
Center.  Other  locations  are  rooms 


3113  and  2147  of  the  AFRRI:  Bldg. 
364,  Field  Command,  Defense  Nuclear 
Agency  (FCDNA),  Kirtland  Air  Force 
Base,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.  87115;  and 
Office  of  the  Commander,  Enewetak 
Atoll,  Marshall  Islands. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by  -  the 
system: 

All  employees,  contractors,  visitors 
or  anyone  else  who  is  known  to  enter 
the  AFRRI  building.  At  FCDNA.  all 
DNA  employees  who  work  in  a  posi¬ 
tion,  the  duties  of  which  might  result 
in  exposure  to  radiation.  At  Enewetak, 
all  individuals  who  work  or  visit  the 
Atoll  other  than  transient  air  crews 
and  air  passengers  who  do  not  leave 
the  aircraft.  Uniformed  Services  Uni¬ 
versity  of  the  Health  Sciences,  all  em¬ 
ployees.  students,  visitors,  contractors 
or  anyone  else  known  to  enter  a  radi¬ 
ation  environment  at  Uniform  Ser¬ 
vices  University  of  Health  Sciences 
(USUHS). 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

For  employees  at  AFRRI,  FCDNA, 
and  USUHS  file  contains  personal  in¬ 
formation  consisting  of  name,  social 
security  number,  date  of  birth,  current 
and  previous  radiation  exposure,  histo¬ 
ry  and  places  of  employment  and 
when  exposures  occurred.  For  others, 
at  AFRRI.  FCDNA  and  USUHS  file 
contains  name,  social  security  number, 
date  of  birth,  current  employer,  citi¬ 
zenship  and  current  exposure  history. 
For  all,  at  AFRRI,  FCDNA  and 
USUHS  information  on  pregnancy  and 
pacemaker.  Enewetak  files  will  contain 
personal  information  consisting  of 
name,  social  security  number,  date  of 
birth,  current  and  previous  radiation 
exposure  history,  areas  insited  or 
worked,  dates  of  arrival  and  departure, 
and  citizenship. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  system: 

Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  42  USC 
2013,  Military  Construction  Appropri¬ 
ation  Act  of  1977  (P.  L.  94-367)  and 
DNA  OPLAN  600-77,  “Cleanup  of 
Enewetak  Atoll”. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in  the 
system,  including  categories  of  users  and 
the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

To  document  the  degree  of  exposure 
to  radiation  experienced  by  an  individ¬ 
ual;  to  support  legal  or  medical  claims 
for  or  against  the  government;  to  mea¬ 
sure  quality  of  the  radiation  protec¬ 
tion  program;  to  provide  exposure  his¬ 
tory  to  subsequent  employers:  to  pro¬ 
vide  history  to  requesting  individuals. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  retriev¬ 
ing,  accessing,  retaining,  and  disposing  of 
records  in  the  s^stenu 

Storage:  At  AFRRI  5"  x  7"  cards 
filed  at  reception  desk,  room  3113,  8"  x 
10V4''  paper  filed  in  rooms  1420  and 
1422.  At  FCDNA  8"  x  10  V4''  papers  are 


filed  in  a  metal  file  cabinet  in  Bldg. 
364.  At  Enewetak:  5 '  x  T  cards  are 
filed  in  a  metal  file  cabinet  in  the 
Enewetak  Commander’s  office. 

Retrievability: 

Alphabetical  by  last  name  of  individ¬ 
ual. 

Safeguards: 

AFRRI— Kept  in  a  controlled  access 
building  which  is  protected  by  an  in¬ 
trusion  alarm  system. 

FCDNA— Controlled  access  building 
which  is  .protected  by  an  intrusion 
alarm  system. 

Enewetak— Locked  and  secured  in 
Enewetak  Commander’s  office. 

Retention  and  disposal: 

For  employees— permanently.  For 
visitors— retired  after  2  years  to  record 
holding  area  for  permanent  retention. 
For  foreign  visitors,  records  are  sent  to 
State  Department  for  retention.  All 
Enewetak  records  will  be  maintained 
permanently. 

System  manageris)  and  address: 

AFRRI  and  USUHS— Chairman.  Ra¬ 
diation  Safety  Department,  Armed 
Forces  Radiobiology  Research  Insti¬ 
tute.  Bethesda  MD  20014.  Field  Com¬ 
mand,  DNA  and  Enewetak  Atoll.  Mi- 
Health  Physicist,  Logistics  Director¬ 
ate,  Field  Conunand,  Defense  Nuclear 
Agency,  Albuquerque  NM  87115. 

Notification  procedure: 

Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
SYSMANAGER. 

Record  access  procedures: 

Individual  can  obtain  assistance  in 
gaining  access  from  the  SYSMAN¬ 
AGER. 

Contesting  record  proedures: 

The  Agency’s  rules  for  contesting 
contents  and  appealing  initial  determi¬ 
nations  may  be  obtained  from  SYS¬ 
MANAGER. 

Record  source  categories: 

AFRRI,  FCDNA,  and  USUHS  infor¬ 
mation  voluntarily  submitted  by  indi¬ 
vidual.  Enewetak  information  as  re¬ 
quired  to  be  submitted  individual.  Ad¬ 
ditional  information  added  as  data  is 
collected. 

Systems  exempted  from  certain  provisions 
of  the  act: 

None. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4311  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 
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Offic*  of  tho  Socrotory 

DffENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD  TASK  FORCE  ON 

COUNTER-COMMUNICATIONS,  COMMAND 

AND  CONTROL  (C>) 

Advitory  CommiHoo  Mooting 

The  Defense  Science  Board  Task 
Force  on  Counter-Communications, 
Command  and  Control  (C*)  will  meet 
in  closed  session  on  March  14  and  15, 
1978,  in  the  Pentagon,  Washington, 
DC. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  Task  force  is  to  advise  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  and  the  Under  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  for  Research  and 
Engineering  on  overall  research  and 
engineering  and  to  provide  long-range 
guidance  in  these  areas  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense. 

The  Task  Force  will  provide  an  anal¬ 
ysis  of  the  communications,  command 
and  control  (C*)  employed  by  poten¬ 
tially  hostile  forces  and  identify  coun¬ 
termeasures  that  might  be  of  signifi¬ 
cant  help  if  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  were  required  to  counter  those 
forces. 

In  accordance  with  section  10(d)  of 
Appendix  I.  Title  5,  United  States 
Code,  it  has  been  determined  that  this 
Task  Force  meeting  concerns  matters 
listed  in  section  552b(c)  of  Title  5  of 
the  United  States  Code,  specifically 
subparagraph  (1)  thereof,  and  that  ac¬ 
cordingly  this  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  WHS  DOD. 

February  13,  1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4266  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

F*d«ral  Enargy  Regulatory  Commiition 
[Docket  No.  E-7398] 

ALCOA  GENERATING  CORP.,  ET  AL 
Filing 

February  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  22, 
1977,  Alcoa  Generating  Corp„  Long 
Sault,  Inc.,  Tapoco,  Inc.,  and  Yadkin, 
Inc.  (Petitioners)  filed  a  Petition  for 
Extension  of  waiver  of  Examination 
and  Reporting  Regulations  §§  41.10 
and  41.11.  The  Petitioners  request 
that  the  Commission  extend  a  current¬ 
ly  effective  waiver  of  compliance  with 
§§41.10  and  41.11  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act  (18  CFR  41.10  and  41.11)  and 
modify  such  waiver  to  the  extent  pre¬ 
viously  provided  by  an  order  issued  by 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  on 
May  21,  1968  in  this  proceeding. 


The  cited  Regulations  require  Peti¬ 
tioners  to  submit  to  the  Commission 
annual  reports  from  independent  cer¬ 
tified  public  accountants  attesting  to 
the  conformity  of  certain  schedules  in 
Petitioners’  annual  reports  with  the 
relevant  accounting  requirements  of 
the  Commission.  Petitioners  state  that 
the  FPC’s  1968  order  granted  a  partial 
waiver  of  the  Regulations  by  excusing 
Petitioners’  annual  compliance  on  the 
condition  that  each  company  comply 
at  least  once  during  the  reporting 
years  1968  through  1972,  inclusive.  On 
July  2,  1973,  after  the  partial  waiver 
expired  and  upon  application  by  Peti¬ 
tioners,  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  by  order  in  the  docket  herein 
denied  Petitioners’  request  for  com¬ 
plete  waiver  and  for  the  continuation 
of  the  partial  waiver.  Later,  by  an 
order  issued  on  August  6,  1974  in  the 
docket  herein,  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  granted  the  Petitioners’ 
further  request  for  partial  waiver.  The 
1974  order  required  each  Company  to 
submit  its  audit  once  during  the  re¬ 
porting  years  1974  through  1978,  in¬ 
clusive,  but  each  Company  was  re¬ 
quired  to  submit  its  audit  during  the 
same  year. 

Petitiners  state  that  the  purpose  of 
the  present  Petition  is  to  request  that 
the  presently  effective  partial  waiver 
be  continued  for  the  four  reporting 
years  commencing  in  1978  and  that 
Petitioners  be  permitted  to  submit  cer¬ 
tifications  in  separate  years,  as  had 
been  mandated  by  the  1968  order. 

Petitioners  further  state  that  the 
Aluminum  Co.  of  America  (Alcoa) 
owns  all  of  the  outstanding  securities 
of  its  four  subsidiaries  who  join  as  Pe¬ 
titioners  in  this  proceeding  and  that 
the  basic  function  of  each  of  the  appli¬ 
cants  is  to  provide  electric  power  for 
Alcoa’s  industrial  operations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1,10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  3,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
hling  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4293  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-145] 

ARIZONA  PUBLIC  SERVICE 

Order  Accepting  in  Port,  Rejecting  in  Part,  Sus¬ 
pending  Proposed  Rote  Increase,  Granting 
Intervention,  Waiving  Regulation,  Denying 
Motions  to  Reject,  Providing  for  Hearing, 
ond  Estoblishiitg  Procedures;  Correction 

February  9, 1978. 

In  FR  Doc.  78-3066,  issued  January 
30,  1978,  and  published  at  43FR5047, 
in  the  above-entitled  order,  certain  pe¬ 
titioners  were  inadvertently  omitted 
from  the  list  of  parties  for  whom  in¬ 
tervention  status  was  granted. 

On  page  9,  change  Finding  Para¬ 
graph  (9)  to  read: 

(9)  Participation  in  this  proceeding 
by  Citizens,  AEPC,  Navopache,  I*TUA, 
Maricopa,  APA,  Wellton-Mohawk, 
Wickenburg,  ED  1,  ED  3,  ED  6,  ED  7, 
RID,  and  Buckeye  may  be  in  the 
public  interest. 

On  page  10,  change  Ordering  Para¬ 
graph  (H)  to  read; 

(H)  Citizens,  AEPC,  Navopache, 
F*TUA,  Maricopa,  APA,  Wellton- 
Mohawk,  Wickenburg,  ED  1,  ED  3.  ED 
6,  ED  7,  RID,  and  Buckeye  are  hereby 
permitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  subject  to  the  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however.  That  participation  of  such 
intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  the 
matters  affecting  asserted  rights  and 
interests  specifically  set  forth  in  the 
petitions  to  intervene;  And  provided, 
further.  That  the  admission  of  such  in¬ 
tervenors  shall  not  be  construed  as 
recognition  by  the  Commission  that 
they  might  be  aggrieved  by  any  orders 
entered  in  this  proceeding. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4298  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-199] 
ARKANSAS  POWER  B  LIGHT  CO. 

Proposed  Cancellation 

F’ebruary  9,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Arkansas  Power  & 
Light  Co.  (AP&L)  on  January  30,  1978, 
tendered  for  filing  a  notice  of  cancella¬ 
tion  of  AP&L  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No. 
51.  AP&L  states  that  AP&L  purchased 
the  distribution  facilities  of  Citizens 
Light  &  Power  Co.  (Citizens)  and 
AP&L  now  owns,  operates  the  facili¬ 
ties  and  serves  the  customers  previous¬ 
ly  served  by  Citizens,  and  for  this 
reason  there  is  no  longer  a  need  for 
AP&L  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  51. 

AP&L  indicates  that  a  notice  of  the 
proposed  cancellation  has  been  served 
upon  Citizens  and  that  Citizens  con¬ 
sents  to  and  concurs  with  the  cancella- 
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tion.  AP&L  further  indicates  that  the 
Arkansas  Public  Service  Commission 
approves  of  the  cancellation. 

AP&L  requests  waiver  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  notice  requirements  to  allow 
for  the  cancellation  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  January  1. 1978. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  S,  1978.  I*rotests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4279  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  No.  CP78-1771 
QTIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Application 

February  9,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  30, 
1978,  Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Appli¬ 
cant),  P.O.  Box  25128.  Oklahoma  City. 
Okla.  73125,  fUed  in  Docket  No.  CP78- 
177  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  per¬ 
mission  and  approval  to  abandonment 
approximately  6.3  miles  of  pipeline  in 
Cherokee  County,  Kans.,  and  service 
.  to  35  rural  domestic  customers  located 
along  the  pipeline,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in^ 
spection. 

Applicant  requests  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  approximately 
6.3  miles  of  pipeline  and  appurtenant 
facilities  on  its  Riverton  10-inch  pipe¬ 
line  located  in  Cherokee  County, 
Kans.  It  is  stated  that  this  pipeline 
was  constructed  in  1923  using  lapweld- 
ed  pipe  with  mechanical  couplings  to 
ser\'e  the  Empire  District  Electric 
Power  Plant,  and  that  due  to  deterio¬ 
ration  of  the  pipe  and  couplings,  con¬ 
siderable  maintenance  is  required  to 
operate  the  pipeline.  Applicant  states 
that  gas  served  to  the  Empire  District 
Electric  Power  Plant  can  be  supplied 
from  the  Riverton  12-inch  pipeline 
and.  therefore,  operation  of  the  River¬ 
ton  10-inch  pipeline  is  no  longer  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  the  power  plant.  The 
Riverton  10-inch  pipeline  is  obsolete, 
uneconomical  to  operate  and  not  re- 
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quired  for  pipeline  capacity  to  serve 
the  Empire  District  Electric  Power 
Plant,  it  is  asserted.  Consequently,  Ap¬ 
plicant  proposes  to  abandon  it. 

Applicant  also  proposes  to  abandon 
approximately  0.3  mile  of  pipeline  in 
place  and  approximately  6  miles  of 
pipeline  and  appurtenant  facilities 
would  be  abandoned  by  reclamation.  It 
is  stated  that  the  total  estimated  rec¬ 
lamation  cost  for  the  proposed  aban- 
doiunents  is  $39,110  and  the  estimated 
salvage  value  is  $46,530. 

The  application  states  that  the 
abandonment  of  facilities  would  result 
in  the  abandonment  of  service  to  35 
rural  domestic  customers,  which  cus¬ 
tomers  are  now  furnished  service  by 
sales  and  deliveries  of  gas  from  Appli¬ 
cant  to  the  Gas  Service  Co.  (Gas  Ser¬ 
vice)  which,  in  turn,  resells  the  gas  to 
the  customers.  The  application  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  sales  to  these  35  cus¬ 
tomers  were  instituted  pursuant  to 
agreements  in  right-of-way  contracts 
and  an  order  dated  July  10,  1923,  from 
the  County  Commissioners  of  Chero¬ 
kee  Coimty,  Kans.  which  ordered 
Kansas  Natural  Gas  Co.,  from  whom 
Applicant  later  acquired  the  line,  to 
furnish  gas  “to  any  and  all  parties  re¬ 
siding  upon  farms  adjoining  the  high¬ 
way  along  which  said  gas  line  is  to  be 
laid”  as  a  condition  for  issuance  of 
necessary  permits  for  construction  of 
this  line.  Applicant  states  that  each 
customer  is  served  under  a  contract 
with  Gas  Service  which  provides  for 
discontinuance  of  service  upon  ten  day 
notice,  and  that  both  the  right-of-way 
contracts  and  County  Commissioner’s 
order  provide  only  for  service  to  these 
customers  so  long  as  this  line  is  in 
place,  and  do  not  require  continuation 
of  such  service  after  abandonment  of 
this  line. 

Applicant  proposes  to  give  each  of 
the  35  customers  prompt  notice  upon 
the  Commission’s  order  approving 
abandonment.  Applicant  states  that  in 
no  event  would  service  be  terminated 
prior  to  May  1,  1978.  Notice  would  be 
issued  through  Gas  Service  and  would 
provide  that  service  would  be  discon¬ 
tinued  sixty  days  after  the  date  of  the 
Commission’s  order.  It  is  indicated 
that  propane  is  available  to  each  cus¬ 
tomer  as  an  alternate  fuel  and  that 
Applicant  proposes  to  reimburse  each 
customer  for  the  cost  of  conversion,  up 
to  $600.  It  does  not  appear  that  any  al¬ 
ternate  source  of  natural  gas  is  avail¬ 
able  to  these  customers,  it  is  said. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  6,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 


CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  per¬ 
mission  and  approval  for  the  proposed 
abandonment  are  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  futher  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4286  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

(Project  No.  2821] 

GTY  OF  PORTLAND,  OREG. 

Application  for  Major  Liconso 

February  9, 1973. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  was  filed  on  October  20, 
1977,  under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791a-825r.  by  the  City  of  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  (applicant)  (correspon¬ 
dence  to:  Mr.  Neil  Goldschmidt, 
mayor.  City  Hall,  Room  303,  1220 
Southwest  Fifth  Avenue,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97204;  and  Mr.  Francis  J.  Ivan- 
cie,  commissioner  of  public  utilities. 
City  Hall,  Room  211,  1220  Southwest 
Fifth  Avenue,  Portland,  Oreg.  97204) 
for  a  major  license  for  Project  No. 
2821,  to  be  known  as  the  Portland  Hy¬ 
droelectric  Project.  The  project  would 
be  located  on  Bull  Run  River  in  Mult¬ 
nomah  and  Clackamas  Counties,  near 
the  Community  of  Bull  Run,  Oreg. 
and  would  affect  lands  of  the  United 
States  within  the  Mt.  Hood  National 
Forest. 

The  proposed  project  would  consist 
of: 

A.  The  proposed  23,750  kW  Develop¬ 
ment  No.  1  comprising;  (1)  An  existing 
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reservoir  with  a  gross  storage  capacity 
of  c'0,000  acre-feet:  (2)  an  existing  con¬ 
crete  arch  dam.  180  feet  high  with  a 
crest  elevation  of  1,050  feet  (msl 
datum),  and  a  crest  length  of  900  feet, 
including  a  spillway  at  elevation  1,036 
feet  (msl)  with  three  40-foot-wide  by 
10-foot-high  radial  gates;  (3)  an  exist¬ 
ing  intake  structure  within  the  dam; 
(4)  two  existing  45-foot  long  penstocks, 
to  be  lengthened  to  90  feet,  leading  to 
a  powerhouse;  (5)  a  proposed  power¬ 
house  with  a  single  generating  unit, 
rated  23,750  kW;  (6)  a  proposed  sub¬ 
station  adjacent  to  the  powerhouse 
containing  a  3-phase  13.8/57  kV  trans¬ 
former  unit. 

B.  The  proposed  11,875  kW  Develop¬ 
ment  No.  2  approximately  4.5  miles 
downstream  of  .Development  No.  1 
comprising:  (1)  an  existing  reservoir 
with  a  gross  storage  capacity  of  20,000 
acre-feet;  (2)  an  existing  earthfill  dam, 
135  feet  high  with  a  crest  elevation  of 
875  feet  (msl)  and  a  crest  length  of 
about  900  feet;  (3)  an  existing  non- 
gated  chute  spillway  with  a  crest 
length  of  450  feet  at  elevation  860  feet 
(msl);  (4)  two  existing  intake  towers 
within  the  reservoir — one  serving  an 
existing  7-foot-diameter  tunnel  for 
municipal  water  use  only,  leading  to 
downstream  water-works,  pipelines 
and  diversion  pool,  the  other  serving 
an  existing  15-foot-diameter  penstock, 
approximately  75  feet  long  leading  to 
a  powerhouse;  (5)  a  proposed  power¬ 
house  with  a  single  generating  unit 
rated  at  11,875  kW;  (6)  a  proposed  sub¬ 
station  adjacent  to  the  powerhouse 
containing  a  3-phase  13.8/57  kV  trans¬ 
former  unit. 

C.  The  proposed  57  kV  transmission 
line  from  Powerhouse  No.  1  substation 
to  Powerhouse  No.  2  substation  and 
then  extending  for  about  5  miles 
downstream,  terminating  at  an  exist¬ 
ing  Portland  General  Electric  Compa¬ 
ny  (PGE)  substation. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  project 
would  be  $28,160,000.  No  recreation  fa¬ 
cilities  are  proposed  for  the  project  be¬ 
cause  public  access  is  prohibited  by 
law  in  the  Bull  Run  Reserve  where  the 
project  would  be  located. 

The  project’s  power  would  either  be 
wheeled  to  the  City  of  Portland  facili¬ 
ties  or  sold  to  Portland  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Co. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
April  17,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10  (1977).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve 
to  make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 


proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  in  any  hearing  herein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4287  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  ami 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  No.  CP74-204] 

COLUMBIA  GULF  TRANSMISSION  CO.  AND 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPEUNE  COMPANY  OF 

AMERICA 

Second  Potitien  To  Amend  Certificate 

February  8,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  16, 
1978,  Columbia  Gulf  Transmission  Co. 
(Columbia  Gulf),  P.O.  Box  683,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex,  77001,  and  Natural  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  of  America  (Natural), 
122  South  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago. 
Ill.  60603,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP74- 
204  a  second  petition  to  amend  the 
certificate  issued  March  3,  1977,  in 
that  docket  to  add  a  new  delivery 
point,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
petition. 

Columbia  Gulf  and  Natural  state 
that  said  certificate  authorized  a 
transportation  and  exchange  arrange¬ 
ment  under  which  Natural  would 
make  available  to  Columbia  Gulf  pipe¬ 
line  delivery  capacity  from  its  entitle¬ 
ment  In  the  system  of  Stingray  Pipe¬ 
line  Co.  (Stingray)  to  transport  gas 
available  to  Columbia  Gulf  in  the 
West  Cameron  area,  offshore  Louisi¬ 
ana,  and  Columbia  Gulf  would  make 
available  to  Natural  pipeline  delivery 
capacity  from  its  entitlement  in  the 
Blue  Water  Project  which  is  Jointly 
owned  by  Columbia  Gulf  and  Tennes¬ 
see  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 

Columbia  Gulf  and  Natural  now  pro¬ 
pose  to  add  an  additional  delivery 
point  on  Stingray  at  an  underwater 
valve  on  Stingray’s  pipeline  authorized 
in  CP73-27  in  block  595,  West  Ca¬ 
meron  area,  offshore  Louisiana.  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.,  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gulf’s  affiliate,  has  gas  re¬ 
serves  located  in  block  595,  West  Ca¬ 
meron.  which  Columbia  Gulf  desires 
to  connect  to  Stingray. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  March  3. 
1978,  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 


serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  tof  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.78-4280  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  ami 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  No.  ER78-200) 

DETROIT  EDISON  CO. 
froposad  Interconnection  Agreement 

February  9,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  the  Detroit  Edison 
Co.  (Edison)  on  February  1,  1978,  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  an  interconnection 
agreement  between  Edison  and  the 
city  of  Wyandotte.  Edison  indicates 
that  this  new  agreement  is  to  super¬ 
sede  in  its  entirety  an  interconnection 
agreement  dated  December  14,  1964, 
and  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  Edison  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No. 
17,  Edison  indicates  that  the  principal 
purposes  of  the  new  agreement  are  to 
remove  installed  reserve  responsibility 
and  to  broaden  the  services  available 
under  the  agreement.  Edison  proposes 
an  effective  date  of  March  1.  1978. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  21,  1978.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
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Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4281  FUed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP77-590] 

FAIR  ENVIRONMENTAL  DEALS  FOR  UNITED 
PEOPLE  ¥.  NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY 
CORP.  AND  NATIONAL  GAS  STORAGE 
CORP. 

Order  To  Show  Cause,  Providing  for  Formal 
Hearing,  and  Prescribing  Procedures;  Correc¬ 
tion 

February  9,  1978. 

In  FR  Doc.  77-36756,  issued  Decem¬ 
ber  19.  1977  and  published  at  42  FR 
64415,  December  23,  1977,  3rd  colunm, 
fourth  full  paragraph,  last  line, 
change  “properly  before  the  FERC. 
(15  U.S.C.  Section  7178(h)),”  to  “prop¬ 
erly  before  the  FERC,  (15  U,S.C,  Sec- 
Uon  717P(h)),”, 

Kenneth  F,  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4299  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  E-9574] 

FLORIDA  POWER  A  U<»HT  CO. 

Extension  of  Time 

February  8, 1978. 

On  February  2,  1978,  Florida  Power 
&  Light  Co.,  filed  a  motion  for  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  to  answer  the  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  filed  January  25, 
1978,  by  the  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  in  the  above-designat¬ 
ed  matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  of  time  is 
granted  to  and  including  February  24, 
1978,  to  answer  the  January  25,  1978 
petition. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4282  FUed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RM76-1] 

HYDROELECTRIC  PROJEa  LICENSES 

Data  for  Computing  “Spocifiod  Roosonoblo 
Roto  of  Return” 

AGia^CY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTTION:  Notice  of  data  required  by 
certain  hydroelectric  project  licensees 


for  computing  the  “specified  reason¬ 
able  rate  of  return”  for  purposes  of 
Section  10(d)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
(see  18  CFR  2.15). 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  contains  the 
monthly  observations  and  the  annual 
average  of  the  Treasury  Department’s 
10-Year  Constant  Maturity  Bond 
Yield  Series  for  1977.  It  also  indicates 
that  the  Commission  shall  not  notice 
these  statistics  in  the  future  since 
they  are  not  published  regularly  and 
are  easily  obtainable  from  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  publications. 

EFFECTTIVE  DATE:  None. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Ronald  L.  Rattey,  Office  of  Regula¬ 
tory  Analysis,  202-275-4128. 

February  9,  1978. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4. 
1977)  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC)  which,  as  an  independent 
commission  within  the  Department  of 
Energy,  was  activated  on  October  1, 
1977. 

The  "savings  provisions”  of  section 
705(b)  of  the  DOE  Act  provide  that 
proceedings  pending  before  the  FPC 
on  the  date  the  DOE  Act  takes  effect 
shall  not  be  affected  and  that  orders 
shall  be  issued  in  such  proceedings  as 
if  the  DOE  Act  had  not  been  enacted. 
All  such  proceedings  shall  be  contin¬ 
ued  and  further  actions  shall  be  taken 
by  the  appropriate  component  of  DOE 
not  responsible  for  the  function  under 
the  DOE  Act  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder.  The  fimctions 
which  are  the  subject  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing  were  specifically  transferred  to  the 
FERC  by  section  402(a)(1)  or  402(a)(2) 
of  the  DOE  Act. 

The  joint  regulation  adopted  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1977,  by  the  Secretary  and  the 
FERC  entitled  “Transfer  of  Proceed¬ 
ings  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 

the  FERC,”  10  CFR - :  Provided, 

That  this  proceeding  would  be  contin¬ 
ued  before  the  FERC.  The  FERC 
takes  action  in  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  above  mentioned 
authorities.  > 

Commission  Order  No.  550  Order 
Adopting  Statement  of  Policy  as  to 
the  Specified  Reasonable  Rate  of 
Return,  was  issued  June  24,  1976,  in 


■The  “Commission  when  used  in  the  con¬ 
text  of  an  action  taken  prior  to  October  1, 
1977,  refers  to  the  FPC;  when  used  other¬ 
wise,  the  reference  is  to  the  FERC. 


Docket  No.  RM76-1.  In  the  order  the 
Commission  referred  to  the  Treasury 
Department’s  10- Year  Constant  Matu¬ 
rity  Bond  Yield  series  in  connection 
with  determining  the  cost  of  equity 
capital  component  of  specified  reason¬ 
able  rates. 

On  July  16,  1976,  the  Commission 
issued  a  notice  providing  the  actual 
monthly  observations  and  the  yearly 
averages  for  the  series  for  the  period 
1972  through  May  1976.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  stated  at  that  time  it  would  notice 
the  information  necessary  for  calculat¬ 
ing  the  Specified  Reasonable  Rate  of 
Return  as  soon  as  it  became  available 
each  year. 

The  Commission  noticed,  January  6, 
1977,  the  monthly  observations  for 

1976  and  gave  instructions  as  to  how 
the  Specified  Reasonable  Rate  of 
Return  should  be  calculated  in  cases 
where  the  license  amendment  became 
effective  during  that  year.  That  notice 
should  be  referenced  by  those  compa¬ 
nies  whose  license  amendment  became 
effective  during  1977.  For  companies 
with  license  amendments  effective  for 
the  whole  of  1977,  the  only  number 
they  need  concern  themselves  with  is 
the  average  annual  yield  for  1977. 

The  monthly  observations  of  the 
Treasury  Department’s  10-Year  Con¬ 
stant  Maturity  Bond  Yield  Series  for 

1977  are  provided  here. 


January . . .  7.21 

February . . . 7.39 

March . 7.46 

April . 7.37 

May . 7.46 

June _ 7.28 

July . 7.33 

August .  7.40 

September. _ _ _ ....... . .  7.34 

October . 7.52 

November  . .  7.58 

December _ _ ........................ _ ....  7.69 


The  average  yield  for  this  series 
during  1977  was  7.42  percent. 

Henceforth,  we  shall  not  notice 
these  statistics.  During  1977,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  System  began  publishing 
the  series  in  the  “Federal  Reserve  Bul¬ 
letin”  (Table  1.36,  page  A27)  and  in 
their  Statistical  Release  G.  13.  Both  of 
these  publications  are  issued  monthly. 
The  latter  provides  the  most  current 
data  with  the  monthly  average  yield 
issued  within  the  first  week  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  month.  The  annual  average 
yield  we  have  specified  is  simply  the 
arithmetic  average  of  the  monthly  ob¬ 
servations. 

Subscriptions  to  Federal  Reserve 
publications  may  be  obtained  by  writ¬ 
ing: 

Publications  Office.  Room  1553  (Martin 
Building,  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  System,  20th  Street  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Aveneue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20551. 

or  calling  202-452-3245. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4306  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 
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[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RP75-79J 

LEHIGH  PORTLAND  CEMENT  C«.  v.  FLORIDA 
GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO.) 

ReqiMCt  for  Concurront  Hooringt 

February  9,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  20. 
1977,  Florida  Public  Service  Conunis- 
sion  (FPSC),  700  South  Adams  Street. 
Tallahassee.  Fla.  32304,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  RP75-79  a  request  for  concurrent 
hearings  involving  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  and  the  FPSC 
pursuant  to  section  17  of  the  natural 
Gas  Act  and  18  CFR  1.37.  These  hear¬ 
ings  would  involve  the  development  of 
a  permanent  curtailment  plan  for 
Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

Any  person  including  staff  counsel 
desiring  to  comment  with  reference  to 
this  request  should  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  28,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  .20426,  written  com¬ 
ments.  A  copy  of  the  letter  of  Decem¬ 
ber  20,  1977,  from  the  FPSC  is  append¬ 
ed  hereto. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Florida  Public  Service 
Commission, 

Tallahassee,  December  20,  1977. 

Hon.  Charles  B.  Curtis, 

Chairman,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Chairman  Curtis:  The  purpose  of 
this  letter  is  to  request  a  concurrent  hearing 
involving  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (“Commission”)  and  the  Flor¬ 
ida  Public  Service  Commission  (“Florida 
Commission"),  pursuant  to  Section  17  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  18  CFR  1.37,  Jn  the 
matter  of  developing  a  permanent  curtail¬ 
ment  plan  for  ^orida  Gas  Transmission 
Company  ("FGT”).‘ 

FGT  supplies  virtually  all  the  natural  gas 
consumed  within  the  State  of  Florida,  both 
through  direct  sales  and  sales  for  resale  to 
distribution  customers.  The  rates  and  ser¬ 
vices  of  most  of  these  distribution  customers 
(the  exception  being  municipally-owned  sys¬ 
tems)  are  regulated  by  the  Florida  Commis¬ 
sion.  Our  regulatory  Jurisdiction  also  con¬ 
cerns  curtailment  plans  of  those  distribu¬ 
tion  customers.  Thus,  the  actions  which 
your  agency  will  take  in  Docket  No.  RP75- 
79  will  affect  our  Jurisdiction,  and  vice- 
versa. 

Inasmuch  as  any  curtailment  plan  for 
FGT  will  affect  the  customers  of  only  one 
state  and  in  order  to  develop  a  common  ap¬ 
proach  for  the  equitable  and  fair  distribu¬ 
tion  under  cui^ilment  plans,  a  concurrent 
hearing  appeairs  to  offer  obvious  advan¬ 
tages,  but  without  undue  delay  in  your  pre¬ 
sent  proceedings.  In  this  regard.  I  noted 
with  interest  your  remarks  of  November  14, 
1977,  before  the  National  Association  of 


*  The  Florida  Commission  is  not  a  party  or 
intervenor  in  the  proceedings  in  Docket  No. 
RP75-79  which  concern  the  development  of 
a  permanent  curtailment  plan  for  FKIT. 


Regulatory  Commissioners  including  issues 
such  as  “natural  gas  curtailment  priorities, 
load  growth  and  load  upgrading”  for  resolu¬ 
tion  by  Joint  boards. 

I  have  appended  to  this  request  a  brief 
analysis  of  18  C.F.R.  9  1.37  prepared  by  our 
Legal  Department. 

I  would  appreciate  your  advising  me  as  to 
how  best  to  proceed  on  this  request  at  the 
earliest  practicable  time. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Paula  F.  Hawkins, 
Chairman, 

Florida  Public  Service  Commission. 


Section  1.37  or  the  Federal  Energy  Regu¬ 
latory  Commission’s  Regulations  of 

Practice  and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.37 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion’s*  (“Commission”)  above  regulation  in¬ 
terprets  and  expands  upon  the  details  con¬ 
templated  by  Section  17  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  to  provide  cooperative  procedures  with 
State  Commissions.  Matters  can  be  referred 
to  a  Joint  board,  discussed  at  a  conference, 
or  heard  through  Joint  hearings. 

Whenever  proceedings  are  initiated  at  the 
Commission,  notice  is  given  to  the  affected 
state  commission  who  may  advise  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  the  matter  should  be  consid¬ 
ered  under  the  cooperative  procedures.  The 
state  commission  should  indicate  what  type 
of  cooperative  procedure  is  requested  and 
the  reasons  why  such  cooperation  is  in  the 
public  interest. 

Inasmuch  as  the  matter  of  FGT’s  perma¬ 
nent  curtailment  plan  is  already  before  the 
Commission  in  Docket  No.  RP75-79  and  fur¬ 
ther  hearing  procedures  are  to  be  pre¬ 
scribed,  it  would  seem  that  the  Florida 
Public  Service  Commission  should  not  re¬ 
quest  an  informal  conference  or  a  Joint 
board.  On  the  other  hand,  cooperative  hear¬ 
ing  procedures  would  afford  all  interested 
persons  the  right  to  present  evidence  and 
not  delay  the  Commission’s  present  hearing 
schedule. 

There  are  two  types  of  hearings  provided 
in  the  above  regulations:  Joint  or  concur¬ 
rent.  As  stated  in  that  regulation: 

It  is  believed,  however,  that  the  concurrent 
hearing  is  the  type  of  cooperative  hearing 
which  is  likely  to  be  most  useful  and  effec¬ 
tive.  18  CFR  1.37(e)(3). 

Under  a  concurrent  hearing,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  the  state  commission  sit  together 
to  hear  and  Jointly  make  a  record.  Each 
Commission  designates  a  representative  to 
sit  at  the  hearing,  but  the  Commission’s  des¬ 
ignee  is  the  presiding  officer.  If  the  Florida 
Public  Service  Commission  wished  to  take 
an  adversary  role,  then  a  concurrent  hear¬ 
ing  would  not  be  possible. 

Because  the  Commission  is  Just  initiating 
further  proceedings  in  Docket  No.  RP75-79, 
only  one  state  commission  is  involved  and 
the  Florida  Public  Service  Commission  has 
a  substantial  interest  in  whatever  curtail¬ 
ment  plan  is  ultimately  adopted  for  FGT  as 
it  affects  local  gas  distributors  and  their 
curtailment  programs,  a  request  for  concur¬ 
rent  hearings  would  appear  appropriate.  ’ 

[FR  Doc.  78-4288  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  No.  RP74-26] 

LOUISIANA-NEVADA  TRANSIT  CO. 

Filing  of  Rovisod  Go*  Tariff  Shoots 

February  10, 1978. 

Take  notice  that  Louisiana-Nevada 
Transit  Co.  (LNTC)  on  January  30, 
1978,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FERC  gas  tariff,  volume 
1.  LNTC  states  that  the  proposed 
changes  are  to  reflect  changes  in  pur¬ 
chased  gas  cost  as  provided  in  the 
company’s  purchase  gas  adjustment 
clause  applicable  to  its  rate  schedule 
No.  G-1.  The  change  provides  for  a 
total  adjustment  of  11.54  cents  per 
Mcf  including  a  deferred  gas  cost  ad¬ 
justment  of  (1.21  cents)  per  Mcf,  to 
amortize  a  deferred  balance,  and  a  cu¬ 
mulative  cost  of  gas  adjustment  of 
12.75  cents  per  Mcf. 

LNTC  requests  an  effective  date  of 
March  1,  1978.  LNTC  states  that 
copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  company’s  jurisdictional  customer 
and  the  Arkansas  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
February  27,  1978.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4294  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-164] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  OF  AMERICA 
AND  TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Joint  Pipolino  Application 

February  9, 1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  18. 
1978,  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of 
America,  122  South  Michigan  Avenue. 
Chicago.  Ill.  60603,  and  Trunkline  Gas 
Co.,  3000  Bissonnet  Avenue,  Houston. 
Tex.,  77005  (applicants),  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP78-164  a  joint  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  natu- 
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ral  gas  in  interstate  commerce  for 
Chevron  Chemical  Co.  (Chevron 
Chem),  which  gas  is  to  be  purchased 
by  Chevron  Chem  from  an  affiliate, 
Chevron  U.S.A.,  Inc.  (Chevron),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  application  states  that  Chevron 
has  exercised  its  right  imder  the  gas 
purchase  contracts  between  applicants 
and  Chevron,  to  reserve  for  its  own 
use  25  percent  of  its  interest  in  the 
natural  gas  reserves  in  West  Cameron 
block  532,  533,  and  534,  offshore  Lou¬ 
isiana.  Chevron  has  sold  its  reserved 
gas  to  an  affiliate.  Chevron  Chem,  for 
use  in  an  onshore  ammonia  plant  lo¬ 
cated  in  Luling,  La.  Applicants  will 
transport  up  to  10,000  Mcf  per  day 
from  existing  points  of  receipt  in  West 
Cameron  blocks  533  and  534  through 
the  facilities  of  Stingray  Pipeline  Co. 
(Stingray)  for  redelivery  onshore  to 
Natural  at  the  terminus  of  Stingray’s 
facilities.  Natural  wUl  then  transport 
through  its  onshore  30-inch  Louisiana 
line  up  to  10,000  Mcf  per  day  for  rede¬ 
livery,  for  Chevron  Chem’s  account,  to 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  (United)  at 
an  existing  point  of  delivery  between 
Natural  and  United  at  Erath,  La. 

Applicants  will  charge  Chevron 
Chem  a  monthly  contract  transporta¬ 
tion  demand  charge  equal  to  the  then 
currently  effective  transportation  rate 
of  Stingray.  Natural  will  charge  Chev¬ 
ron  Chem,  for  its  onshore  transporta¬ 
tion  service,  the  currently  effective 
rate  under  its  rate  schedule  X-48. 

The  application  further  states  that 
existing  facilities  are  capable  of  trans¬ 
porting  said  gas:  consequently,  no  new 
or  additional  facilities  are  contemplat¬ 
ed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  March  3, 
1978,  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CTR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  fUed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 


application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for.  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear- 
iiig. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4283  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[674(M)2] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-204] 

OKLAHOMA  GAS  8  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Superseding  Contract  Filing 

F^RUARY  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  2, 
1978,  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Co. 
(OG&E)  tendered  for  filing  a  new 
agreement  intended  to  supersede 
CKr&E’s  rate  schedule  FPC  No.  99. 
OG&E  indicates  that  this  agreement 
is  the  contract  between  OG&E  and 
the  Southwestern  Power  Administra¬ 
tion.  OG&E  states  that  the  new  agree¬ 
ment  is  identical  to  the  old  agreement, 
and  provides  for  the  sale  of  replace¬ 
ment  energy  and  emergency  service  by 
OG&E  to  SWPA. 

OG&E  requests  waiver  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  notice  requirements  to  allow 
for  an  effective  date  of  January  1, 
1978. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  fUe  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10). 
All  such  petitions  or  protests  should 
be  filed  on  or  before  February  21, 
1978.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  protestants  par¬ 
ties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  IX>c.  78-4295  FUed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Project  No.  2735] 

PAOFIC  GAS  8  ELECTRIC  CO. 

AppHccrtioii  for  Approval  of  RxMbH  R 

February  9. 1978. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  for  approval  of  an  exhibit 
R  for  Project  No.  2735  was  filed  under 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791a- 
825r,  on  August  1,  1977,  by  Pacific  Gas 
&  Electric  Co.  (applicant)  (correspon¬ 
dence  to:  Mr.  W.  M.  Gallavan,  vice 
president— rates  and  valuation.  Pacific 
Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  77  Beale  Street, 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  94106).  Project 
No.  2735,  known  as  the  Helms  pumped 
storage  project,  is  located  on  Helms 
Creek  and  North  Fork  Kings  River  in 
the  vicinity  of  Fresno,  Clovis,  and 
Herndon  in  Fresno  County,  Calif. 

Applicant  requests  approval  of  its  re¬ 
vised  exhibit  R  filed  pursuant  to  arti¬ 
cle  43  of  the  project  license.  The  ex¬ 
hibit  R  is  described  as  follows: 

Existing  recreational  areas  and  facilities 
on  the  Courtright  Reservoir  area  consist  of: 
Voyager  Rock  and  Marmot  Rock  camp¬ 
grounds,  a  former  construction  road  which 
serves  as  a  boat  launching  ramp  and  park¬ 
ing  area,  a  pack  station,  and  a  designate  ve¬ 
hicle-way  providing  access  to  Voyager  Rock 
campground  and  the  Dinkey  Lakes  roadless 
area.  Existing  recreational  areas  and  facili¬ 
ties  in  the  Wishon  Reservoir  area  consist  of: 
the  Wishon  Village  resort.  LUy  Pad  camp¬ 
ground.  a  former  construction  road  current¬ 
ly  servW  AS  a  boat  launch  ramp,  three  un¬ 
developed  fisherman  parking  areas,  a  pack 
station,  and  trailhead  parking.  The  pro¬ 
posed  recreational  improvements  for  Court- 
right  are:  development  of  a  westshore  camp¬ 
ground,  picnic  area  and  angler  access;  con¬ 
version  of  the  existing  Marmot  Rock  camp¬ 
ground  to  a  picnic  area;  development  of  a 
boat  ramp,  fluctuating  dock,  and  parking  fa¬ 
cilities  adjacent  to  Marmot  Rock.  Proposed 
recreational  improvements  for  Wishon  are: 
Development  or  rehabilitation  of  fishing 
access  areas;  and  development  of  a  boat 
launch  and  parking  area  at  Wishon  Quarry. 

The  applicant  would  construct  the 
proposed  recreational  facilities  with 
maintenance  and  operation  to  be  im- 
dertaken  cooperatively  by  applicant 
and  the  Forest  Service. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4. 
1977)  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15.  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
Secretary  and  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (FERC) 
which,  as  an  independent  commission 
within  the  Department  of  Energy,  was 
activated  on  October  1, 1977. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should,  on  or  before 
March  20.  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
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Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10  (1977).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve 
to  make  the  protestants  parties  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file 
with  the  commission  and  available  for 
review.  • 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

tFR  Doc.  78-4289  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

(Project  No.  803] 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Application  for  Now  Major  Liconso 

February  9,  1978. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  for  new  license  was  filed 
on  November  18.  1976,  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791a-825r,  by 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co.  (appli¬ 
cant)  (correspondence  to:  Mr.  W.  M. 
Gallavan,  vice  president,  rates  and 
valuation.  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co., 
77  Beale  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
94106)  for  Project  No.  803  known  as 
the  De  Sabla-Centerville  Project.  The 
project  is  located  on  West  Branch 
Feather  River,  Butte  Creek,  and  Phil- 
brook  Oeek  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
towns  of  Chico  and  Oroville,  Butte 
County.  Calif.,  and  affects  lands  of  the 
United  States  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Forest  Service  and  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management. 

Project  No.  803  consists  of: 

(1)  Centerville  Powerhouse  located 
on  Butte  Creek  about  one  mile  below 
Helltown  Ravine,  containing  one  gen¬ 
erating  unit  rated  at  5,500  kW  and  an¬ 
other  rated  at  900  kW;  (2)  two  parallel 
steel  penstocks,  each  2,559  feet  long 
and  varying  in  diameter  from  30 
inches  to  42  inches:  (3)  the  7.97-mile- 
long  Lower  Centerville  Canal  compris¬ 
ing  6.2  miles  of  canal.  0.35  miles  of 
flume.  1.15  miles  of  tunnel.  0.28  miles 
of  pipe,  two  feeders,  and  0.68  miles  of 
natural  waterway,  ending  at  a  header 
box;  (4)  the  12-foot  high,  concrete 
Lower  Centerville  Division  Dam. 
having  a  crest  length  of  102  feet  and  a 
spillway  crest  elevation  at  1,146.0  feet 
(U.S.G.S.  Datum);  (5)  De  Sabla  Power¬ 
house  located  on  Butte  Creek  about 
1.75  miles  upstream  from  Emma 
Ravine,  containing  one  generating 
unit  rated  at  18.450-kW;  (6)  a  6.350- 
foot  long  steel  penstock  varying  in  di¬ 
ameter  from  42  inches  to  66  inches;  (7) 
De  Sabla  Forebay,  with  negligible  stor¬ 


age,  formed  by  a  52-foot  high  earthfill 
dam,  having  a  crest  length  of  1,079 
feet  including  the  spillway,  at  eleva¬ 
tion  2,758  feet  (U.S.G.S.  Datum);  (8) 
the  5.1 -mile  long  Upper  Centerville 
Canal  leading  from  De  Sabla  Forebay 
to  Helltown  Ravine;  (9)  the  11.53-mile 
long  Butte  Creek  Canal,  which  con¬ 
sists  of  10.07  miles  of  canal,  1.38  miles 
of  flume,  0.08  miles  of  tunnel,  and  4 
feeders:  (10)  the  35-foot  high  concrete 
Butte  Creek  Diversion  Dam.  with  a 
crest  length  of  95  feet,  at  elevation 
2,884.0  feet  (U.S.G.S.  Datum),  im¬ 
pounding  a  negligible  amount  of 
water;  (11)  Toadtown  Canal,  which 
feeds  into  Butte  Canal  at  a  point 
about  0.75-miles  above  the  De  Sabla 
Forebay  and  consists  of  2.4  miles  of 
canal,  0.03  miles  of  flume,  and  one 
feeder:  (12)  Hendricks  Canal,  consist¬ 
ing  of  .28  miles  of  pipe,  6.2  miles  of 
canal,  0.35  miles  of  flume,  1.15  miles  of 
tunnel,  0.68  miles  of  natural  waterway, 
and  two  feeders;  (13)  Hendricks  Diver- 
son  Dam  of  concrete,  rock  and  flash 
board  construction,  located  at  the 
lower  end  of  the  natural  waterway  sec¬ 
tion  of  Hendricks  Canal,  having  a 
height  of  6.5  feet,  a  crest  length  of 
84.7  feet  negligible  amount  of  water; 
(14)  Hendricks  Head  Dam,  at  the 
upper  end  of  Hendricks  Canal,  con¬ 
structed  of  rock  and  timber  cribbing, 
with  a  height  of  15  feet  and  a  crest 
length  of  222.3  feet  at  elevation  3,256.4 
feet  (U.S.G.S.  Datum);  (15)  Philbrook 
Reservoir,  on  Philbrook  Creek,  having 
a  storage  capacity  of  5,009  acre-feet  at 
an  elevation  of  5,557.5  feet  (U.S.G.S. 
Datum),  impounded  by  two  earthfill 
dams,  one  being  87  feet  high  with  a 
crest  length  of  850  feet,  the  other  24 
feet  high  with  a  crest  length  of  470 
feet,  and  controlled  by  2  spillways,  one 
with  flashboards,  the  other  with  radial 
gates;  (16)  Round  Valley  Reservoir, 
with  1,196  acre-feet  of  storage  capacity 
at  elevation  5,651.1  feet  (U.S.G.S. 
Datum),  impounded  by  an  earthfill 
overflow  dam  29  feet  high,  having  a 
crest  length  of  850  feet  at  elevation 
5,656.0  feet  (U.S.G.S.  Datum);  (17)  the 
10-mile  long,  60  kV  De  Sabla-Oroville 
Transmission  Line  extending  from  De 
Sabla  Powerhouse  to  a  junction  with 
the  Paradise  60  kV  Tap  No.  1;  and  (18) 
all  appurtenant  facilities. 

With  respect  to  recreation  facilities. 
Applicant  proposes  to  construct  a  new 
10-unit  campground  on  the  North 
shore  of  Philbrook  Rese:.*voir  to  re¬ 
place  the  existing  8-unit  Forest  Ser¬ 
vice  Campground.  The  Applicant  also 
proposes  to  construct  a  fisherman 
access,  parking  and  sanitary  facilities, 
and  car  top  boat  launch  area  at  the 
Philbrook  Reservoir.  The  existing 
Philbrook  Creek  Campgroimd  would 
be  upgraded  to  handle  groups  of  up  to 
25  people  at  one  time.  The  existing 
recreational  facilities  at  De  Sabla  For¬ 
ebay  consist  of  fisherman  access  and  a 
group  picnic  area. 


The  energy  generated  by  the  project 
is  fed  into  the  Applicant’s  intercon¬ 
nected  distribution  system. 

The  Applicant  stated  that  the  pro¬ 
ject  net  investment  as  of  December  31, 
1975,  amounted  to  $5,681,852,  and  that 
it  paid  property  taxes  of  $199,237  in 
1975.  The  Applicant  further  asserted 
that  taxes  on  income  attributable  to 
the  project  represented  a  total  of 
$183,134  in  1975. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act). 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4, 
1977)  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC)  which,  as  an  independent 
commission  with  the  Department  of 
Energy,  was  activated  on  October  1, 
1977. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
April  17,  1978  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  825 
N.  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure.  18  CPU  1.8  or 
1.10  (1977).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

The  Application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.  78-4290  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  Nos.  G-17350.  G-17351,  CP69-346. 

CP69-347] 

PACIFIC  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Ordor  Amending  Prior  Order 

February  6.  1978. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act). 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4. 
1977),  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  (FPC) 
ceased  to  exist  and  its  fimctions  and 
regulatory  responsibilities  were  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (FERC)  which,  as  an  indepen¬ 
dent  commission  within  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Energy,  was  activated  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1, 1977. 
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The  “savings  provisions”  of  section 
70S(b)  of  the  DOE  Act  provided  that 
proceedings  pending  before  the  FPC 
on  the  date  the  DOE  Act  takes  effect 
shall  not  be  affected  and  that  orders 
shall  be  issued  in  such  proceedings  as 
if  the  DOE  Act  had  not  been  enacted. 
All  such  proceedings  shall  be  contin¬ 
ued  and  further  actions  shall  be  taken 
by  the  appropriate  component  of  DOE 
now  responsible  for  the  function 
under  the  DOE  Act  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder.  The  func¬ 
tions  which  are  the  subject  of  these 
proceedings  were  specifically  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  FERC  by  section  402(a) 
(1)  or  402(aK2)  of  the  DOE  Act. 

The  joint  regulation  adopted  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1977,  by  the  Secretary  and  the 
FERC  entitled  “Transfer  of  Proceed¬ 
ings  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 

the  FERC,”  10  CFR - :  provided, 

That  these  proceedings  would  be  con¬ 
tinued  before  the  FERC.  The  FERC 
takes  action  in  these  proceedings  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  above-mentioned 
authorities. 

On  October  7,  1977,  Pacific  Gas 
Transmission  Co.,  filed  a  petition  to 
amend  its  certificates  in  the  above-re- 
ferenced-Dockets  seeking  authority  to 
continue  to  transport,  from  November 
1,  1977,  through  October  31.  1978.  ad¬ 
ditional  volumes  of  natural  gas  im¬ 
ported  from  Canada  by  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corp.  (Northwest).  The  addi¬ 
tional  volumes — estimated  to  be  up  to 
125.000  Mcf  on  a  peak  day  and  up  to 
30.000  Mcf  on  an  average  day— are  to 
be  transported  in  addition  to  the 
151.731  Mcf  per  day  which  PGT  is  cur¬ 
rently  authorized  to  transport  for  the 
account  of  Northwest.  This  additional 
supply  is  to  be  imported  by  Northwest 
from  Canada  on  a  “best  efforts”  basis 
at  a  delivery  point  near  Kingsgate. 
British  Columbia.  Insasmuch  as 
Northwest  does  not  have  interstate 
transmission  facilities  in  this  area,  the 
imported  gas  will  be  received  by  PGT 
and  transported  by  PGT  to  Stanfield. 
Oreg..  and  Spokane.  Wash.,  for  deliv¬ 
ery  to  Northwest. 

By  letter  agreement  dated  July  15. 
1977,  PGT  agreed  to  transport  the  ad¬ 
ditional  volumes  on  the  same  terms 
and  conditions  previously  approved  by 
the  Commission.  These  conditions  in¬ 
clude  the  specification  that  PGT  shall 
transport  only  such  additional  vol¬ 
umes  of  natural  gas  as  PGT,  in  its  sole 
discretion,  is  able  to  accept  in  its 
system  each  da^  in  excess  of  those  vol¬ 
umes  necessary  to  meet  its  existing 
sale  and  transportation  obligations. 
PGT  will  charge  Northwest  for  the  ad¬ 
ditional  transportation  in  accordance 
with  the  cost  of  service  and  cost  allo¬ 
cation  procedures  contained  in  Rate 
Schedule  T-1  of  PGT’s  FERC  Gas 
Tariff.  Original  Volume  No  1. 

The  present  petition  complements  a 
related  petition  filed  by  Northwest 
with  the  Federal  Power  Commission 


on  September  21,  1977,  seeking  au¬ 
thority  under  section  3  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  to  continue  the  importation 
of  the  additional  natural  gas  at  Kings¬ 
gate  through  October  31,  1978.  The 
Northwest  petition  was  transferred  to 
the  Secretary  of  Energy  by  the  joint 
regulation  adopted  on  October  1,  1977. 
The  Commission  nptes  that  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Economic  Regulatory  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  the  Secretary’s  delegate 
for  natural  gas  import  proceedings, 
acted  favorably  on  Northwest’s  peti¬ 
tion  on  January  9,  1978.  (ERA  Docket 
No.  77-009NG) 

After  due  notice  by  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  November 
16. 1977  (42  FR  59321)  no  notices  of  in¬ 
tervention,  protests  to  the  granting  of 
the  petition,  or  additional  petitions  to 
intervene  have  been  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  ’Therefore,  upon  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  record: 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate  in  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  require  that  the  previous  orders  in 
the  above-captioned  dockets  be 
amended  as  hereafter  ordered. 

’The  Commission  orders.  The  previ¬ 
ous  orders  issued  in  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  dockets  are  amended  to  permit 
transportation  by  Pacific  Gas  ’Trans¬ 
mission  Co.,  of  best  efforts  deliveries 
through  and  including  October  31. 
1978,  on  the  terms  and  conditions 
specified  in  the  petition  to  amend.  In 
ail  other  respects  the  previous  orders 
issued  shall  remain  in  full  force  and 
effect. 

By  the  Commission.  Chairman 
Curtis  voted  present. 

KEimETH  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4291  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP75-127] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

PrepoMd  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

February  8,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Eastern 
’Transmission  Corp.  (Texas  Eastern) 
on  January  9,  1978,  tendered  for  filing 
as  a  part  of  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff. 
Original  Volume  No.  2.  the  following 
sheets: 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  503 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  506 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  507 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  508 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  509 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  510 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  511 
First  Revises  Sheet  No.  512 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  513 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  514 
Original  Sheet  No.  514A 
Original  Sheet  No.  514B 


Original  Sheet  No.  514C 
Original  Sheet  No.  514D 

'These  tariff  sheets  incorporate  into 
Rate  Schedule  X-73.  a  transportation 
and  exchange  agreement  between 
Texas  Eastern  and  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Co.  (Tennessee)  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  17.  1974.  the  amendment  dated 
June  27,  1977  which  provides  for  addi¬ 
tional  delivery  points  at  West  Ca¬ 
meron  620  and  East  Cameron  Block 
281  and  for  an  increase  in  the  ex¬ 
change  volumes  from  140,000  Mcf  per 
day  up  to  a  maximum  of  230,000  Mcf 
per  day  and  such  additional  volumes 
as  may  be  available  for  exchange.  Said 
changes  were  approved  by  the  Federal 
Power  Commission’s  order  issued  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1977  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
127,  et  al. 

’The  proposed  effective  date  of  these 
tariff  sheets  is  September  22,  1977. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  was  served  on 
each  party  to  the  i^eement. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  pretest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis- 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
February  23.  1978.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Prot¬ 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4284  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-207] 
PENNSYLVANIA  POWER  A  LIGHT  CO. 
Propesod  Tariff  Oionga 

February  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Pennsylvania 
Power  &  Ldght  Co.,  on  February  3, 
1978,  tendered  for  filing  a  Supplemen¬ 
tal  Agreement  dated  February  1,  197*8, 
to  the  Interconnection  Agreement 
dated  October  30,  1964,  between  Met¬ 
ropolitan  Edison  Co.  (ME)  (Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  23)  and  Pennsylva¬ 
nia  Power  &  Light  Co.  (PL)  (Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  38),  as  amended. 

PL  indicates  that  the  Supplemental 
Agreement  provides  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  Middletown  Junction- 
Hummelstown  220  kV  Interconnection 
by  the  removal  of  a  section  of  the  ex¬ 
isting  220  kV  circuit  between  PL’s 
Brunner  Island  Steam  Electric  Station 
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and  Hummelstown  Substation  and  by 
the  connection  of  the  remaining  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  220  kV  line  to  ME’s  Middle- 
town  Junction  Substation  and  for  the 
establishment  of  the  Shawnee  Inter¬ 
connection  by  the  connection  of  PL’s 
Martins  Creek-Bushkill  220  kV  line  to 
ME’s  Shawnee  Substation.  PL  further 
indicates  that  the  Supplemental 
Agreement  also  provides  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  new  facilities  charges  for 
the  two  new  interconnections  and  pro¬ 
vides  for  revised  facilities  charges  ap¬ 
plicable  to  existing  interconnection 
points. 

PL  requests  waiver  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  notice  requirements  to  allow  for 
an  effective  date  of  March  1, 1978. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10). 
All  such  petitions  or  protests  should 
be  filed  on  or  before  February  21, 
1978.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  par¬ 
ties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  availabe  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4296  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER76-820] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  OF  OKLAHOMA 
Filing  of  Snttlemnnt  Agreamant 

February  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  27, 
1978,  the  Public  Service  Company  of 
Oklahoma  filed  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  a  pro¬ 
posed  Settlement  Agreement  in  the 
above-designated  docket. 

On  February  1,  1978,  the  Presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  certified 
the  offer  of  settlement  in  this  contest¬ 
ed  proceeding  to  the  Conunission  for 
its  consideration  and  ruling  on  the 
matter. 

The  proposed  Settlement  Agreement 
was  entered  into  and  executed  by  the 
Public  Service  Company  of  Oklahoma 
(Company),  the  Grand  River  Dam  Au¬ 
thority  (Authority),  and  the  KAMO 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  (KAMO),  all 
parties  in  this  proceeding. 

The  proposed  Settlement  Agreement 
resolves  certain  Issues  arising  between 
the  Company  and  the  Authority 
which  was  brought  before  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 


through  the  filing  of  a  Complaint  by 
the  Company.  The  Settlement  pro¬ 
vides  for  certain  changes  in  the  Mark¬ 
ham  Ferry  Coordinating  Agreement 
which  is  an  agreement  for  interchange 
of  electric  power  and  energy  between 
the  Company  and  the  Authority.  The 
changes  will  be  reflected  in  the  Elev¬ 
enth  Amendment  to  the  Coordinating 
Agreement. 

The  Settlement  Agreement  includes 
limitations  on  the  period  during  which 
the  Company  will  be  obligated  to  pi;o- 
vide  unlimited  energy  and  capacity  to 
the  Authority  at  existing  rates,  and 
upon  the  amounts  of  energy  and  ca¬ 
pacity  which  the  Company  will  in  the 
future  be  obligated  to  provide  to  the 
Authority.  Effective  January  1,  1979, 
the  Eleventh  Amendment  would  pro¬ 
vide  timely  adjustments  to  charges  for 
energy  (a  fuel  adjustment  clause  will 
become  effective  on  that  date)  and  for 
capacity  which  reflect  changes  in 
costs.  The  only  change  in  rate  level  af¬ 
fects  emergency  energy  service. 

The  Eleventh  Amendment  would 
also  remove  any  contractual  restric¬ 
tions  and  economic  disincentives  upon 
the  Authority’s  ability  to  purhase  and 
sell  capacity  to  other  systems,  and  to 
expand  its  own  system  generation.  In¬ 
tersystem  coordination  will  continue. 

Any  person  wishing  to  do  so  may 
submit  comments  in  writing  concern¬ 
ing  the  proposed  Settlement  Agree¬ 
ment  to  the  Federal  Energy  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission  located  at  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  on  or  before  March  10,  1978. 
The  Settlement  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4297  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  (n»78-155] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Pipeline  Application 

February  9,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  13, 
1978,  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corp.  (“Applicant”)  filed  in  Docket  No 
CP78-155  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  §  175.7(b)  of  the  regulations  there¬ 
under  for  a  certificate  of  public  conve¬ 
nience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
acquisition  by  lease  of  its  proportion¬ 
ate  share  of  certain  existing  offshore 
compression  facilities,  and  the  reim¬ 
bursement  to  the  lease  operator  for 
expenses  incurred  in  the  installation 
and  operation  of  its  proportionate 
share  of  such  facilities,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  for  public  inspection. 

Pursuant  to  agreements  executed 
with  Pennzoil  Co.  ("Pennzoil”)  and 


Mobil  Oil  Corp.  (“Mobil”)  Applicant 
will  (1)  acquire,  through  assignment 
from  Pennzoil  of  a  lease,  a  24  percent 
proportionate  share  in  all  rights  and 
interests  in  weight  single  stage  com¬ 
pressor  units  and  all  related  auxiliary 
equipment  presently  installed  and  op¬ 
erating  in  Block  270,  East  Cameron 
Area,  offshore  Louisiana,  (2)  reim¬ 
burse  Pennzoil  24  percent  of  the  in¬ 
stallation,  operation  and  maintenance 
expenses  of  such  compressors  incurred 
or  to  be  incurred  prior  to  the  issuance 
and  acceptance  of  the  certificate  re¬ 
quested  by  Applicant,  (3)  pay  to  Penn¬ 
zoil  24  percent  of  the  operating  and 
maintenance  expenses  for  the  contin¬ 
ued  operation  by  Pennzoil  of  such 
compressors,  and  (4)  pay  to  Pennzoil 
for  the  account  of  Mobil  the  operating 
and  maintenance  expenses  attribut¬ 
able  to  quantities  of  volumes  received 
by  Texas  Eastern  from  Mobil  from  its 
uncommitted  gas  reserves  in  Block 
270.  The  original  installation  cost  is 
$3r6.036  and  the  cumulative  operat¬ 
ing,  maintenance  and  rental  expenses 
through  December,  1977  is  approxi¬ 
mately  $545,000. 

Applicant  will  lease  a  proportionate 
24  percent  interest  in  1,800  square  feet 
of  platform  space  for  a  one  time 
charge  of  $26.95  per  square  foot  and 
pay  a  maintenance  cost  of  $1.29  per 
square  foot  per  year.  Pennzoil  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  operate  and  maintain  the 
compressors;  Applicant  will  reimburse 
Pennzoil  montly  for  24  percent  of  the 
related  operating  and  maintenance 
costs  and  up  to  16  percent  of  such 
costs  related  to  any  uncommitted  vol¬ 
umes  sold  by  Mobil  to  Applicant. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  March  3, 
1978,  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  ruies  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  of  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  apro- 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
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review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  oum  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4285  FUed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-C2] 

[Project  No.  1984] 

WISCONSIN  RIVER  POWER  CO. 

Applicotion  for  Approval  of  Rovltod  Exhibit  R 
Rocrootion  Plan 

February  9, 1978. 

On  October  1.  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department .  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4. 
1977),  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  (FPC) 
ceased  to  exist  and  its  functions  and 
regulatory  responsibilities  were  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 
the  Federal  Energy  Regualtory  Com¬ 
mission  (FERC)  which,  as  an  indepen¬ 
dent  commission  within  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Energy,  was  activated  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1. 1977. 

The  “savings  provisions"  of  section 
705(b)  of  the  DOE  Act  provided  that 
proceedings  pending  before  the  FPC 
on  the  date  the  DOE  Act  takes  effect 
shall  not  be  affected  and  that  orders 
shall  be  issued  in  such  proceedings  as 
if  the  DOE  Act  had  not  been  enacted. 
All  such  proceedings  shall  be  contin¬ 
ued  and  further  actions  shall  be  taken 
by  the  impropriate  component  of  DOE 
now  responsible  for  the  function 
under  the  DOE  Act  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereimder.  The  func¬ 
tions  which  are  the  subject  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  wctc  specifically  transferred 
to  the  FERC  by  section  402(a)(1)  or 
402(a)(2)  of  the  DOE  Act. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  on 
August  11,  1977,  the  Wisconsin  River 
Power  Co.  filed  an  application  under 
the  Federal  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C. 
791(a)-825(r)  (1970))  for  Conunission 
approval  of  a  revised  Exhibit  R  Re¬ 
creation  Plan  for  its  Castle  Rock-Pe- 
tenwell  Project  No.  1984.  The  Castle 
Rock-Petenwell  Project  is  located  on 
the  Wisconsin  and  Yellow  Rivers  in 
Adams.  Juneau  and  Wood  Counties, 
Wis.  Correspondence  regarding  the  ap¬ 
plication  should  be  sent  to:  Mr.  Max 
O.  Andrae,  President,  Wisconsin  River 
Power  Co.  General  Offices,  Wisconsin 
Rapids.  Wis.  54494,  with  copies  to  F. 


Anthony  Maio,  Esq.,  Foley,  Lardner, 
Hollabaugh  &  Jacobs,  1775  Pennsylva¬ 
nia  Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.C, 
20006. 

Wisconsin  River  Power  Co.,  licensee 
for  the  Castle  Rock-Petenwell  Project, 
has  filed  for  Commission  approval  a 
revised  Exhibit  R  Recreation  Plan  for 
both  the  Castle  Rock  and  J*entenwell 
developments  of  the  project.  The  pre¬ 
viously  approved  Exhibit  R  dealt  with 
recreational  development  only  at  the 
Castle  Rock  reservoir,  primarily  the 
proposed  Buckhom  State  Park.  The 
objectives  of  the  present  Recreation 
Plan  are:  to  adequately  provide  for 
current  public  recreation  needs,  to  an¬ 
ticipate  future  public  recreation  needs, 
and  to  protect  the  environmental  in¬ 
tegrity  of  the  flowages  (particularly  to 
preserve  the  natural  character  of  the 
shoreline  and  minimize  adverse  devel¬ 
opment  impacts  on  surface  and  ground 
water  resources).  The  Exhibit  R  in¬ 
cludes  proposals  for  the  development 
and  construction  of  certain  facilities 
that  are  considered  to  be  necessary  in 
the  near  future.  The  Exhibit  R  also 
calls  for  planning  regiarding  other 
identified  locations;  this  planning,  to 
be  conducted  in  cooperation  with  local 
agencies,  is  to  result  in  proposals  for 
additional  public  recreation  facilities. 
In  contemplation  of  revisions  in  the 
project  boundary,  the  Recreation  Plan 
proposes  that  project  lands  be  desig¬ 
nated,  managed,  and  protected  by  the 
Wisconsin  River  Power  Company  in 
accordance  with  its  land  use  plan,  hied 
as  an  appendix  to  the  Exhibit  R.  Also 
filed  as  an  appendix  to  the  Exhibit  R 
is  an  environmental  impact  statement, 
prepared  by  the  Wisconsin  Bureau  of 
Parks  and  Recreation,  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  development  and  management 
of  Buckhom  State  Park. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should,  on  or  before 
March  27.  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  protests  or 
petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.10  or  1.8  (1978)).  All  pro¬ 
tests  fUed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  par¬ 
ties  to  a  proceeding.  Arsons  wishing 
to  become  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  part  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  petitions  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Comission’s 
rules.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4292  FUed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6705-01] 

FARM  CREDIT  ADMINISTRATION 

[Farm  Credit  Administration  Order  No. 
809] 

DEPUTY  (GOVERNOR,  OFFICE  SUPERVISION, 
AND  ORDER  OF  PRECEDENCE  OF  CERTAIN 
OFFICERS  TO  Aa  AS  DEPUTY  GOVERNOR, 
OFFICE  OF  SUPERVISION  (REVOCATION  OF 
FCA  ORDER  NO.  800) 

Dologation  of  Authority 

February  8, 1978. 

1.  The  Deputy  Governor,  Office  of 
Supervision,  shall,  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  and  control  of  the  Governor  of 
the  F^rm  Credit  Administration,  ex¬ 
ecute  and  perform  all  power,  author¬ 
ity,  and  duties  relative  to  supervision 
of  the  credit  and  operations  functions 
of  the  institutions  of  the  Farm  Credit 
System  and  to  all  matters  incidental 
thereto,  and  to  administration  of  all 
provisions  of  law  pertinent  to  such  su¬ 
pervision. 

2.  In  the  event  the  Deputy  Gover¬ 
nor,  Office  of  Supervision,  Farm 
Credit  Administration,  is  absent  or  is 
not  able  to  perform  the  duties  of  his 
office  for  any  other  reason,  the  officer 
who  is  highest  on  the  following  list 
and  who  is  available  to  act  is  hereby 
authorized  to  exercise  and  perform  all 
functions,  power,  authority,  and  duties 
of  the  Deputy  Governor,  Office  of  Su¬ 
pervision.  pertaining  to  the  credit  and 
operations  functions: 

(1)  Assistant  Deputy  Governor,  Office  of 
Supervision 

(2)  Director.  Western  Region,  Office  of  Su¬ 
pervision 

(3)  Director.  Central  Region,  Office  of  Su¬ 
pervision 

(4)  Director,  Eastern  Region,  Office  of  Su- 
I>ervision 

3.  This  order  shall  be  effective  on 
February  8,  1978,  and  revokes  Farm 
Credit  Administration  Order  No.  800, 
dated  March  25.  1977  (42  FR  17516). 

Donald  E.  Wilkinson, 
Crovemor, 

Farm  Credit  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.  78-4309  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6720-01] 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

[H.C.  No.  239] 

MEAT  AMERICAN  INSURANCE  CO., 
ONCINNAn,  OHIO 

Rocoipt  of  Application  for  Approval  of  Iho  A«- 
^sitien  of  Hunter  Savings  Association,  On* 
sinnoti,  Ohio 

February  13, 1978. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration  has  received  an  application 
from  Great  American  Insurance  Co.. 
580  Walnut  Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 
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for  approval,  pursuant  to  section 
408(e)  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended  (12  U.S.C.  1730(e)),  and 
§584.4  of  the  regulations  for  savings 
and  loan  holding  companies,  of  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  Hunter  Savings  Associ¬ 
ation,  7840  Montgomery  Road,  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio,  said  acquisition  to  be  ef¬ 
fected  through  the  purchase  of  all  of 
the  issued  and  outstanding  shares 
(other  than  six  director  qualifying 
shares)  of  Hunter  Savings  Association 
from  American  Financial  Corp.,  One 
East  Fourth  Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 
Currently  both  Great  American  Insur¬ 
ance  Co.  and  Hunter  Savings  Associ¬ 
ation  are  subsidiaries  of  American  Fi¬ 
nancial  Corp.  Comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition  should  be  submitted 
to  the  Director,  Office  of  Examina¬ 
tions  and  Supervision.  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20552,  on  or  before  March  20,  1978. 

Ronald  A.  Snider, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4312  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4110-02] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Offica  of  Education 

STRENGTHENING  DEVELOPING  INSTITUTIONS 

PROGRAM  AND  BASIC  INSTITUTIONAL  DE¬ 
VELOPMENT  PROGRAM 

Closing  Doto  for  Rocoipt  of  Applications  for 
Fiscal  Yoor  1978 

The  Commissioner  gives  notice  that 
applications  are  being  accepted  from 
institutions  of  higher  education  for 
grants  under  the  Basic  Institutional 
Development  Program  which  is  part  of 
the  Strengthening  Developing  Institu¬ 
tions  program  authorized  by  Title  III 
of  the  Higher  Education  Act.  This  pro¬ 
gram  makes  grants  to  two-year  and 
four-year,  public  and  private,  develop¬ 
ing  institutions  of  higher  education. 
The  purpose  of  the  grants  is  to  assist 
in  strengthening  the  academic  quality 
and  administrative  capability  of  devel¬ 
oping  institutions  of  higher  education 
which  have  both  the  desire  and  poten¬ 
tial  to  make  a  substantial  contribution 
to  the  higher  education  resources  of 
the  nation  and  which  are  struggling 
for  survival  and  are  isolated  from  the 
main  currents  of  academic  life. 

Closing  date.  May  1.  1978. 

A.  Application  forms  and  informa¬ 
tion.  Information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Bureau  of  Higher  and  Con¬ 
tinuing  Education,  Division  of  Institu¬ 
tional  Development.  Basic  Institution¬ 
al  Development  Branch.  Regional 
Office  Building  Three,  7th  and  D 
Streets  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20202. 
Application  forms  will  be  available  on 
March  8.  1978.  Applications  must  be 
prepared  and  submitted  in  accordance 


with  the  regulations,  instructions,  and 
forms  included  in  the  program  infor¬ 
mation  packages. 

B.  Applications  sent  by  mail.  An  ap¬ 
plication  sent  by  mail  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to:  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 
Application  Control  Center.  Attention: 
Basic  13.454B,  .Washington,  D.C. 
20202.  Applications  must  be  received 
by  the  Application  Control  Center  on 
or  before  the  closing  date.  In  an  effort 
to  prevent  the  late  arrival  of  applica¬ 
tions  due  to  unforeseen  circumstance, 
the  Office  of  Education  suggests  that 
the  applicants  consider  the  use  of  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  mail  as  explained 
below. 

An  application  sent  by  mail  will  be 
considered  to  be  received  on  time  by 
the  Application  Control  Center  if:  (1) 
The  application  was  sent  by  registered 
or  certified  mail  by  April  26,  1978,  as 
evidenced  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark  on  the  wrapper  or  envelope, 
or  on  the  original  receipt  from  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service:  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion  mail  rooms  in  Washington.  D.C. 
In  establishing  the  date  of  receipt,  the 
Commissioner  will  rely  on  the  time- 
date  stamp  of  such  mail  rooms  or 
other  documentary  evidence  of  receipt 
maintained  by  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  or 
the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 

C.  Hand-delivered  applications.  An 
application  to  be  hand-delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion.  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building 
Three,  7th  and  D  Streets  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  Hand-delivered  applica¬ 
tions  will  be  accepted  daily  between 
the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4  p.m.  (Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  time),  except  Saturdays, 
Sundays,  or  Federal  holidays.  Hand- 
delivered  applications  will  not  be  ac¬ 
cepted  after  4  p.m.  on  the  closing  date. 

D.  Program  information.  (1)  Each 
application  under  the  Basic  Institu¬ 
tional  Development  Program  will  be 
evaluated  by  a  panel  of  Federal  and 
non-Federal  experts  on  the  basis  of 
the  criteria  set  forth  in  §  169.28  of  the 
regulations  for  Strengthening  Devel¬ 
oping  Institutions  Program  and 
§  100a.26(b)  of  the  General  Provisions 
for  Office  of  Education  Programs  Reg¬ 
ulations.  The  Commissioner  will  be  ad¬ 
vised  of  the  results  of  these  evalua¬ 
tions.  The  final  funding  decision  will 
rest  with  the  Commissioner.  When 
proposals  appear  equal  in  merit,  con¬ 
sideration  will  be  given  to  such  factors 
as  geographic  location,  type  of  pro¬ 
gram.  and  national  educational  needs 
served. 

(2)  In  formulating  proposals,  poten¬ 
tial  applicants  should  be  aware  that 
the  program  is  authorized  to  obligate 
$52,000,000  for  the  Basic  Institutional 


Development  Program  for  fiscal  year 
1978,  and  that  the  program  expects  to 
award  approximately  183  grants  with 
an  average  grant  of  $284,153. 

(3)  The  above  statement  with  regard 
to  the  expected  distribution  of  funds  is 
basically  for  informational  purposes 
and  does  not  bind  the  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion  except  as  may  be  required  by  the 
applicable  statute  and  regulations. 

E.  For  further  information  contact' 
Mr.  Morris  L.  Brown,  Chief,  Basic  In¬ 
stitutional  Development  Branch,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Institutional  Development, 
Bureau  of  Higher  and  Continuing 
Education,  7th  and  D  Streets  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20202,  Telephone: 
202-245-9091. 

F.  Applicable  regulations.  Regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  the  Basic  Institu¬ 
tional  Development  Program  are  the 
Strengthening  Developing  Institutions 
Program  regulations  (45  CFR  Part 
169)  and  the  Office  of  Education  Gen¬ 
eral  Provisions  for  Programs  regula¬ 
tions  (45  CFR  Part  100a). 

(20  U.S.C.  1054.) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.454;  Stengthening  Developing 
Institutions.) 

Dated:  February  10,  1978. 

Ernest  L.  Boyer, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of 
Education. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4201  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Buroou  of  Land  Monogomont 
CALIFORNIA 

Dotignotion  of  Off-Rood  VohicIo  Closure, 
Knoxville  Area 

Under  the  authority  of  43  CFTl 
6010.4  the  public  land  in  Sections  29, 
31.  32.  T.  12  N..  R.  5  W..  MDM  and 
portions  of  3.  4.  9.  10.  T.  11  N..  R.  5  W.. 
MDM  is  designated  closed  to  off-road 
vehicles  (ORV)  as  of  March  31,  1978, 
and  until  further  notice.  The  purpose 
for  the  closure  is  to  stop  soil  erosion, 
vegetation  loss,  and  general  deteriora¬ 
tion  of  public  land,  as  well  as  limiting 
trespass  and  visitor  management  prob¬ 
lems  in  adjacent  areas. 

The  closed  area  consists  of  2,300 
acres  located  in  the  Hole  and  Jericho 
Creek  watersheds  of  Lake  County, 
Calif.  The  public  lands  within  the  des¬ 
ignated  closure  will  remain  open  to  all 
other  resource  and  recreation  uses. 
Administrative  access  by  ORV  is  al¬ 
lowed  for  BLM  and  BLM  contractors, 
licensees,  permittees,  and  all  other 
Federal,  State  and  county  employees 
when  on  official  duty.  Permits  for 
ORV  use  in  the  area  may  be  autho¬ 
rized  by  the  District  Manager  for 
other  special  purposes. 

The  closed  area  will  be  marked  on 
the  ground  with  signs  and  barriers.  A 
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map  showing  the  boundaries  is  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement  Office,  555  Leslie  Street, 
Ukiah,  Calif.  95482. 

Dated:  February  8,  1978. 

Alan  L.  Bellon, 
Acting  District  Manager. 
tPR  Doc.  78-4211  Piled  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

WILD  FREE-ROAMING  HORSES  AND  BURROS 
Uniform  Marking  Froceduro 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces 
the  use  of  the  International  Alpha 
Angle  System  for  marking  excess  wild 
free-roaming  horses  and  burros.  There 
is  a  need  to  clearly  identify  excess  ani¬ 
mals  acquired  by  private  citizens 
under  the  Adopt-a-Horse  program. 
This  marking  will  protect  and  identify 
animals  under  the  custody  of  private 
citizens  and  help  to  prevent  disposal  in 
violation  of  the  law. 


NOTICES 


DATE:  Fully  in  effect  by  April  1,  1978. 

ADDREISS:  Bureau  of  Land  Mange- 
ment.  Resource  Systems  Division, 
Denver  Service  Center,  Building  50, 
Denver,  Colo.  80225. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Ms.  Sarah  Cunningham  at  the  above 
address  or  call  303-234-2083. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  International  Alpha  Angle 
System  is  being  initiated  to  brand 
excess  wild  horses  and  burros  that  are 
placed  in  private  custody  through  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management’s  Adopt- 
a-Horse  program,  developed  under  the 
Wild  Free-Roaming  Horse  and  Burro 
Act  of  1971  (16  U.S.C.  1331  et  seq.).  By 
using  the  Alpha  Angle  System,  each 
animal  can  be  given  an  individual  iden¬ 
tification  mark  that  is  easily  traceable 
if  necessary. 

The  Alpha  Angle  mark  consists  of  a 
symbol  to  designate  the  Registering 
Organization  followed  by  a  series  of 
bars  or  angles  that  can  be  translated 
to  numbers  using  the  interpretation 
code  that  follows: 


ALPHA  ANGLE  CODE  FOR  FREEZE  MARK  INTERPRETATION 


<  J:;  > 


Indadtes  Registering  Organization 
rYear  of  Birth  (top  to  bottom) 
•-I  p  Registration  Number 


Exomplf 


m 

5 


i: 


/N  II  <  L  V 


0  3  19  8  7 


Instruction:  Head  each  angle  to  determine  freeze  mark  number. 
Write  all  eight  number  across  as  57011987. 


The  alpha  angle  mark  is  to  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  left  side  of  the  animal’s 
neck  using  a  freeze-marking  instru¬ 
ment.  The  freeze-marking  technique  is 
superior  to  fire  branding.  The  marks 
are  more  distinct,  no  open  wound  re¬ 
sults.  and  it  is  a  relatively  painless  pro¬ 
cedure. 

We  are  presently  using  this  system 
in  many  parts  of  the  country  to  mark 
excess  horses  and  burros.  After  April 
I,  1978,  the  system  will  be  the  only 
one  used  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement  to  identify  excess  horses  and 
burros. 

All  data  on  marked  animals  is  main¬ 
tained  in  the  Denver  Office  and  specif¬ 
ic  data  requests  and  questions  should 
be  directed  to  the  Resource  Systems 
Divisions  in  Denver. 

George  L.  ’Turcott, 
Acting  Director. 

February  9. 1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4212  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[CA  48671 

CAUFORNIA 

Proposed  Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of 
Lands 

P^RUARY  9,  1978 

The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  filed  ap¬ 
plication  CA  4867  for  the  withdrawal 
of  approximately  150.97  acres  of 
public  lands  from  settlement,  sale,  lo¬ 
cation.  or  entry  under  all  of  the  gener¬ 
al  land  laws,  including  the  mining  and 
mineral  leasing  laws,  except  leasing 
for  oil  and  gas.  subject  to  valid  exist¬ 
ing  rights. 

The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  de¬ 
sires  these  lands  to  be  administered  as 
part  of  the  Hopper  Mountain  National 
Wildlife  Refuge.  'This  refuge  has  been 
established  for  the  protection  of  the 
endangered  condor. 


Pursuant  to  section  204(h)  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  an  opportunity  for  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  is  afforded.  All  interested  persons 
who  desire  to  be  heard  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  withdrawal  must  submit  a  writ¬ 
ten  request  for  a  hearing  by  March  21, 
1978.  Upon  determination  that  a 
public  hearing  will  be  held,  the  time 
and  place  will  be  announced. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior’s 
regulations  provide  that  the  autho¬ 
rized  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Mangament  will  undertake  such  inves¬ 
tigations  as  are  necessary  to  determine 
the  existing  and  potential  demands  for 
the  lands  and  their  resources.  He  will 
also  undertake  negotiations  with  the 
applicant  agency  with  the  view  of  ad¬ 
justing  the  application  to  reduce  the 
area  to  the  minimum  essential  to  meet 
the  applicant’s  needs,  to  provide  for 
the  maximum  concurrent  utilization 
of  the  lands  for  purposes  other  than 
the  applicant’s,  and  to  reach  agree¬ 
ment  on  the  concurrent  management 
of  the  lands  and  their  resources. 

The  authorized  officer  wil  also  pre¬ 
pare  a  report  for  consideration  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  who  will  de¬ 
termine  whether  or  not  the  lands  will 
be  wi*^hdrawn  as  requested  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  agency.  The  determination  of 
the  Secretary  on  the  application  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  separate  notice  will  be  sent  to  each 
interested  party  of  record. 

On  or  before  February  16.  1980,  the 
lands  will  be  segregated  from  entry  as 
specified  above,  unless  the  application 
is  rejected  or  the  withdrawal  is  ap¬ 
proved  prior  to  that  date.  If  the  with¬ 
drawal  is  approved  by  the  Secretary,  it 
will  be  for  a  20-year  period,  and  the 
lands  will  remain  segregated  for  the 
duration  of  the  withdrawal. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  are: 


Sam  Berraroino  Meridian 


HOPPER  MOUNTAIH  NATIONAL  WILDLIPB  REFUGE 
T.  4  N.  R.  19  W. 

Sec.  3,  Lots  9  and  10  and  SEy4SWV'4; 

Sec.  4,  Lot  9. 

The  area  aggregates  approximately 
150.97  acres  in  Ventura  County.  Calif. 

All  communications  in  connection 
with  this  proposed  withdrawal  should 
be  address  to  the  undersigned.  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  2800  Cottage 
Way,  Sacramento,  Calif.  95825. 


Joan  B.  Russell, 

Chief,  Lands  Section,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Oper¬ 
ations. 

[FR  Doc  78-4257  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 
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[4310-84] 

(25122-^;  25379-H] 

COLORADO 

NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

R/W  Application  for  Pipoline 

February  6.  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (41  Stat.  449),  as 
amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corp.,  315  East  200  South, 
Salt  Lake  City.  Utah  84111,  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  a  right-of-way  for  4V^"  o.d. 
natural  gas  pipelines  for  the  Trail 
Canyon  and  Foundation  Creek  Gath¬ 
ering  Systems  approzimately  1  mile 
long,  across  the  following  Public 
Lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Rio  Blanco 
County,  Colorado 

T.  4  S..  R.  101  W.. 

Sec.  4:  NV2SEy4.  SEV4SEy4; 

Sec.  9:  NViNEV4.  SEV4NEV4; 

Sec.  15:  SWy4NEV<i. 

The  above-named  gathering  system 
will  enable  the  applicant  to  collect 
natural  gas  in  the  area  through  which 
the  pipeline  will  pass  and  to  convey  it 
to  the  applicants’  customers. 

The  purposes  for  this  notice  are:  (1) 
To  inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  is  proceeding 
with  the  preparation  of  environmental 
and  other  analytic  reports,  necessary 
for  determining  whether  or  not  the 
application  should  be  approved  and  if 
approved,  under  what  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions:  (2)  to  give  all  interested  par¬ 
ties  the  opportunity  to  comment  on 
the  application;  (3)  to  allow  any  party 
asserting  a  claim  to  the  lands  involved 
or  having  bona  fide  objections  to  the 
proposed  natural  gas  gathering  system 
to  file  its  claim  or  objections  in  the 
Colorado  State  Office.  Any  part  so 
filing  must  include  evidence  that  a 
copy  there  of  has  been  served  on 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corp. 

Any  comment,  claim,  or  objections 
must  be  filed  with  the  Chief.  Branch 
of  Adjudication;  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Colorado  State  Office.  Room 
700,  Colorado  State  Bank  Building. 
1600  Broadway,  Denver,  Colo.  80202, 
as  promptly  as  possible  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice. 

Andrew  W.  Hea'ro,  Jr., 
Leader,  Craig  Team, 
Branch  of  Adjudication. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4258  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[NM  32725] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

February  9,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 


ing  Act  of  1920  (30  U.S.C:  185),  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  November  16. 
1973  (87  Stat.  576),  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corp.  has  applied  for  one  4  V4-inch  nat¬ 
ural  gas  pipeline  right-of-way  across 
the  following  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian.  New 
Mexico 

T.  29  N..  R.  5  W.. 

Sec.  18.  SWV4SEy4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.165  miles  of  public  lands  in 
Rio  Arriba  County,  N,  Mex. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved.  and  if  so.  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  promptly 
send  their  name  and  address  to  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  6770.  Albu¬ 
querque.  N.  Mex.  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

(PR  Doc.  78-4259  Piled  2-15-78:  8;45  am] 


[4310-84] 

(NM  32738] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

February  9.  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  November  16. 
1973  (87  Stat.  576),  El  Paso  Natural 
Gas  Co.  has  applied  for  a  cathodic  pro¬ 
tection  station  right-of-way  across  the 
following  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  18  S..  R.  31  E.. 

Sec.  28.  NEV4SEy4. 

•  This  facility  will  cross  0.024  of  an 
acre  of  public  land  in  Eddy  County,  N. 
Mex. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
w'hether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved.  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  promptly 
send  their  name  and  address  to  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  1397,  Roswell. 
N.  Mex.  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

.  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
(FR  Doc  78-4260  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

(NM  32704,  32705,  32715  and  32716] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applicotion 

F^ruart  9.  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  November  16. 
1973  (87  Stat.  576),  El  Paso  Natural 
Gas  Co.  has  applied  for  four  4Vi  inch 
natural  gas  pipeline  rights-of-way 
across  the  following  lands; 

New  Mexico  Principal  Mbridian.  New 
Mexico 

T.  24  N..  R.  6  W.. 

Sec.  23.  NWV4NW‘/4. 

T.  29  N..  R.  8  W.. 

Sec.  28.  NE'/4NWy4. 

T.  30  N..  R.  10  W.. 

Sec.  1.  lots  11,  12,  and  14. 

T.  31  N..  R.  10  W.. 

Sec.  10,  lot  7; 

Sec.  11.  lots  5  and  6. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural 
gas  across  0.857  of  a  mile  of  public 
lands  in  San  Juan  and  Rio  Arriba 
Counties,  N.  Mex. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  promptly 
send  their  name  and  address  to  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  6770,  Albu¬ 
querque,  N.  Mex.  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4261  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[NM  32717,  32718.  32724.  32737.  32742,  and 
32746] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application* 

February  9,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  November  16, 
1973  (87  Stat.  576),  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corp.  has  applied  for  six  4  Vi-inch  nat¬ 
ural  gas  pipeline  rights-of-way  across 
the  following  land; 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  29  N..  R.  6  W.. 

Sec.  11.  Sv<iSEV«; 

Sec.  14.  NWy«NEy«; 

Sec.  15.  SWy4NEy«.  NWViNWy^.  and 
NWViSEy*: 

Sec.  22.  NEy4SEy4; 
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Sec.  23,  NV4SWy«: 

Sec.  24,  SEV4SWy4; 

Sec.  25,  WV4NEy4,  NyiNWy4,  and 
Nwy4SEy4. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural 
gas  across  2.292  miles  of  public  land  in 
Rio  Arriba  County,  N.  Mex. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  applications  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  ^to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  promptly 
send  their  name  and  address  to  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  6770,  Albu¬ 
querque,  N.  Mex.  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

CTite/,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4262  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[Wyoming  62559] 

WYOMING 

Application 

February  7, 1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  the  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  of 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  has  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  right-of-way  to  con¬ 
struct  a  4%-inch  o.d.  pipeline  for  the 
purpose  of  transporting  natural  gas 
across  the  following  described  public 
lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  28  N.,  R.  114  W.,  6th  P.M.,  Wyoming 

Sec.  14,  W14SWV4: 

Sec.  15,  SEy4SEy4. 

The  pipeline  will  transport  natural 
gas  from  a  point  in  section  14  to  a 
point  of  connection  with  an  existing 
pipeline  in  section  15,  T.  28  N.,  R.  114 
W.,  Sublette  County,  Wyo. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  and,  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Highway  187  North,  P.O.  Box  1869, 
Rock  Springs,  Wyo.  82901. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4263  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


NOTICES 

[4310-84] 

[Wyoming  62564] 

WYOMING 

Application 

P^RUARY  10,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  the  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co. 
of  Colorado  Springs  has  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  right-of-way  to  construct  a 
4V^-inch  O.D.  pipeline  for  the  purpose 
of  transporting  natural  gas  across  the 
following  described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  39  N.,  R.  90  W..  6th  P.M., 

Sec.  29,  NEy4SWy4  and  NWy4SEy4. 

The  pipeline  will  transport  natural 
gas  from  a  well  located  in  the  SMt  of 
section  29  in  a  generally  westerly  di¬ 
rection  to  a  point  of  connection  with 
an  existing  natural  gas  pipeline  within 
the  SV4  of  section  29,  T.  39  N.,  R.  90 
W.,  Fremont  County,  Wyo. 

TTie  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  and,  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
1300  Third  Street,  P.O.  Box  670,  Raw¬ 
lins.  Wyo.  82301. 

William  S.  Gilmer, 
Acting  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4264  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

Fish  and  Wildlifa  Sarvica 
ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Rocaipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  International  Crane  Founda¬ 
tion,  City  View  Road,  Baraboo,  Wis.  53913. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
export  two  male  Japanese  cranes 
(.Grus  japonensis)  the  result  of  captive 
breeding,  to  the  Veno  Zoological  Gar¬ 
dens  in  Tokyo,  Japan,  for  enhance¬ 
ment  of  propagation.  Humane  care 
and  treatment  during  transport  has 
been  indicated  by  the  applicant. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington  D.C.,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPG),  Washington 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-2111.  Interested 


persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  March  20, 
1978.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  February  13,  1978. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 

Chief,  Permit  Branch, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

[FR  Doc  78-4269  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

ENDANGERED  SPEOES  PERMIT 
Rocaipt  of  AppHcotion 

Applicant:  Peter  W.  Lawson,  Chihuahuan 
Desert  Research  Institute,  Box  1334,  Alpine. 
Tex.  79830. 

The  applicant  requests  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  his  permit  to  collect  addled 
eggs  and  egg  fragments  of  the  per¬ 
egrine  falcon  (Falco  peregrinus 
anatum)  and  for  census  research  using 
radio-controlled  powered  gliders  simu¬ 
lating  raptors. 

Elocuments  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director.  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPG),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-667.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  areruments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  March  20. 
1978.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  February  13,  1978. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 

Chief,  Permit  Branch, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

[FR  Doc  78-4270  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

ENDANGERED  SPEGES  PERMIT 
Rocaipt  of  AppRcotion 

Applicant:  Litton  Bionetics,  Inc.,  5516 
Nicholson  Lane.  Kensington.  Md.  20795. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
import  one  captive-bom  male  whiter 
handed  gibbon  (Hylobates  lar)  from 
Bermuda  for  scientific  research. 
Humane  (^e  and  treatment  during 
transport  has  been  indicated  by  the 
applicant. 

Dociunents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPG),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 
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This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-2104.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  March  20, 
1978.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated;  February  13,  1978. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 

Chief,  Permit  Branch, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4271  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  ami 


[4310-55] 

ENDANGERED  SPEQES  PERMIT 
R««*ipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Memphis  Zoological  Gardens 
Aquarium.  Overton  Park,  Memphis,  Tenn. 
38112. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
purchase,  in  interstate  conunerce,  one 
male  captive  bom  seledang  iBos  gaur) 
from  the  Oklahoma  City  Zoo,  for  en¬ 
hancement  of  propagation.  The 
animal  is  presently  at  the  Memphis 
Zoo  on  a  breeding  loan. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  Washington. 
D.C. 20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-1869.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  March  20, 
1978.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated;  February  13.  1978. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 

Chief,  Permit  Branch, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4272  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  ami 


[4310-55] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Rocoipl  of  Application 

Applicant:  San  Diego  Zoological  Garden, 
P.O.  Box  551,  San  Diego,  Calif.  92112. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
import  from  the  Calgery  and  Assini- 
boine  Zoo.  Winnipeg.  Canada,  one 
male  and  one  female  captive-born  Bac- 
trian  camel  (Camelus  bactrianus)  for 
enhancement  of  progagation.  Humane 
care  and  treatment  during  transport 
has  been  indicated  by  the  applicant. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H 


Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director.  U.S.  F^h  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  Washington. 
D.C. 20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-2135.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  March  20. 
1978.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated;  February  13,  1978.  - 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 

Chief,  Permit  Branch, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

(FR  Doc  78-4273  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

THREATENED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Rocoipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Bobby  G.  Baity,  Route  No.  2, 
Lexington,  N.  C.  27011. 

The  applicant  wishes  to  apply  for  a 
captive  self-sustaining  population 
permit  authorizing  the  purchase  and 
sale  for  propagation,  those  species  of 
pheasant  listed  in  50  CFR  17.11  as 
T(C/P).  Humane  shipment  and  care  in 
transit  is  assured. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  534,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-1889.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  on  or  before  March  20, 
1978.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated;  February  13, 1978. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo,  . 

Chief,  Permit  Branch, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

(FR  Doc  78-4274  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[7020-02] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

(Investigation  No.  337-TA-41] 

CERTAIN  CERAMIC  TILE  SEHERS 

Ordor  Rogording  Invotligation 

Pursuant  to  my  authority  as  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  of  this 
Conunission,  I  hereby  designate  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  Donald  K. 
Duvall  as  Presiding  Officer  in  this  in¬ 
vestigation. 

The  Secretary  shall  serve  a  copy  of 
this  order  upon  all  parties  of  record 


and  shall  publish  it  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Issued:  February  10.  1978, 

Myron  R.  Renick, 
Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 
(PR  Doc.  78-4341  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[7020-02] 

(Investigation  No.  337-TA-4S] 

CERTAIN  COMBINATION  LOCKS 
Invostigotion 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  com¬ 
plaint  was  filed  with  the  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission  on 
January  12,  1978,  under  section  337  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1337),  on  behalf  of  Presto  Lock 
Co.,  Division  of  Walter  Kidde,  Inc.,  35 
Market  Street,  Elmwood  Park.  N.J. 
07407.  The  complaint  alleges  that 
unfair  methods  of  competition  and 
unfair  acts  exist  in  the  importation 
into  the  United  States  of  certain  com¬ 
bination  locks  and  vinyl  attache  cases 
bearing  such  locks,  or  in  their  sale,  by 
reason  of  the  alleged  coverage  of  such 
articles  by  claims  1  through  5  of  U.S. 
Letters  Patent  No.  3,416,338,  which 
patent  is  owned  by  F^esto  Lock  Co. 
The  complaint  alleges  that  such 
imfair  methods  of  competition  and 
unfair  acts  have  the  effect  or  tendency 
to  destroy  or  substantially  injure  an 
industry,  efficiently  and  economically 
operated,  in  the  United  States.  Com¬ 
plainant  has  requested  that  the  im¬ 
ports  in  question  be  temporarily  and 
permanently  excluded  from  entry  into 
the  United  States. 

Having  considered  the  complaint, 
the  United  States  International  Trade 
Commission,  on  February  9,  1978,  or¬ 
dered— 

(1)  That,  pursuant  to  subsection  (b) 
of  section  337  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1337),  an 
investigation  be  instituted  to  deter¬ 
mine.  under  subsection  (c)  whether,  on 
the  basis  of  the  allegations  set  forth  in 
the  complaint  and  the  evidence  ad¬ 
duced,  there  are  violations  or  there  is 
reason  to  believe  there  are  violations 
of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  in  the 
unauthorized  importation  of  certain 
combination  locks  and  vinyl  attache 
cases  bearing  such  locks  into  the 
United  States,  or  in  the  sale  thereof^ 
the  effect  or  tendency  of  which  is  to 
destroy  or  substantially  injure  an  in¬ 
dustry,  efficiently  and  economically 
operated,  in  the  United  States.  The  al¬ 
leged  violations  of  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  consist  of  allegations  that 
such  imported  articles  infringe  claims 
1-5  of  U.S.  Letters  Patent  No. 
3,416,338,  which  patent  is  wholly 
owned  by  Presto  Lock  Com-  pany. 

(2)  That,  for  the  purpose  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation  so  instituted,  the  following 
person,  alleged  to  be  involved  in  the 
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unauthorized  importation  of  such  arti¬ 
cles  into  the  United  States,  or  in  their 
sale,  is  hereby  named  as  the  respon¬ 
dent  upon  which  the  complaint  and 
this  notice  are  to  be  served: 

Importeh 

H.I.T.  Industries,  Ltd.,  22-C  Cragwood 

Road,  Avenel,  N.J.  07001. 

(3)  That,  for  the  purpose  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation  so  instituted.  Judge  Myron 
R.  Renick,  Chief  Administrative  Law 
Judge.  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission,  701  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20436,  is  hereby  ap¬ 
pointed  as  presiding  officer,  and 

(4)  That,  for  the  purpose  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation  so  instituted.  JoAnn  Miles, 
United  States  International  Trade 
Commission,  701  E  Street  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20436,  is  hereby  named 
Commission  investigative  attorney. 

Responses  must  be  submitted  by  the 
named  respondent  in  accordance  with 
§210.21  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  ( 19  CFR 
210.21).  Pursuant  to  §§  201.16(d)  and 
210.21(a)  of  the  rules,  such  responses 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission 
if  received  not  later  than  20  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  the  complaint. 
Extensions  of  time  for  submitting  a  re¬ 
sponse  will  not  be  granted  unless  good 
and  sufficient  cause  therefor  is  shown. 

Failure  of  the  respondent  to  file  a 
timely  response  to  each  allegration  in 
the  complaint  and  in  this  notice  may 
be  deemed  to  constitute  waiver  of  the 
right  to  appear  and  contest  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  Complaint  and  of  this 
notice,  and  will  authorize  the  presid¬ 
ing  officer  and  the  Commission,  with¬ 
out  further  notice  to  the  respondent, 
to  find  the  facts  to  be  as  alleged  in  the 
complaint  and  this  notice  and  to  enter 
both  a  recommended  determination 
and  a  final  determination,  respective¬ 
ly.  containing  such  findings. 

The  complaint,  with  the  exception 
of  confidential  information  referred  to 
therein,  is  available  for  inspection  by 
interested  persons  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary.  United  States  International 
lYade  Commission,  701  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20436,  and  in  the 
New  York  City  Office  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  6  World  Trade  Center, 

Issued:  February  13.  1978. 

By  order  of  the  Commission: 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4344  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


(7020-02] 

[Investigation  No.  337-TA-42] 

CHTAIN  ELECTRIC  SLOW  COOKERS 
InvMtigation;  Corractien 

The  U.S.  International  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  published  in  The  Federal  Reg- 


NOTICES 

ISTER  of  February  9,  1978  (43  FR 
5590),  a  notice  of  investigation  in  the 
matter  of  certain  electric  slow  cookers 
investigation  No.  337-TA-42. 

The  Investigation  was  instituted  on 
February  6,  1978,  rather  than  January 
6.  1978,  and  the  number  of  the  U.S. 
Letters  Patent  involved  in  the  investi¬ 
gation  was  incorrectly  identified  at 
line  8  of  page  5591  as  3,881,099  rather 
than  3,881,090.  The  notice  of  February 
9, 1978,  is  corrected  accordingly. 

Issued:  February  13, 1978. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4342  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[7020-02] 

[Investigation  No.  337-TA-42] 

aRTAIN  ELECTRIC  SLOW  COOKERS 
Order  Regarding  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  my  authority  as  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  of  this 
Commission.  I  hereby  designate  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  Donald  K. 
Duvall  as  Presiding  Officer  in  this  in¬ 
vestigation. 

The  Secretary  shall  serve  a  copy  of 
this  order  upon  all  parties  of  record 
and  shall  publish  it  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Issued:  February  10,  1978. 

Myron  R.  Renick, 

Chief  Administrative 
Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4199  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[7020-02] 

[Investigation  No.  337-TA-40] 

MONUMENTAL  WOOD  WINDOWS 
Order  Regarding  Investigatian 

Pursuant  to  my  authority  as  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  of  this 
Commission,  I  hereby  designate  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  Donald  K. 
Duvall  as  Presiding  Officer  in  this  in¬ 
vestigation. 

The  Secretary  shall  serve  a  copy  of 
this  order  upon  all  parties  of  record 
and  shall  publish  it  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Issued:  February  10, 1978. 

Myron  R.  Renick, 

Chief  Administrative 
Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4343  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4410-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Drug  Enforcement  Administrotion 
[Docket  No.  77-24] 

ANDRES  SANCHEZ  SENDIN,  M.D. 

Denial  of  Application  for  Registration 

On  October  20.  1977,  a  hearing  was 
held  before  Administrative  Law  Judge 
Francis  L.  Young  on  the  issues  raised 
by  an  Order  to  Show  Cause  directed  to 
Andres  Sanchez  Sendin,  M.D.  as  to 
why  his  application  for  DEA  registra¬ 
tion  should  not  be  denied. 

The  Order  to  Show  Cause  was  based 
on  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  one 
count  of  a  violation  of  Title  21  United 
States  Code  section  841(a)(1)  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Northern  District  of  California.  This 
count,  a  felony,  charged  Dr.  Sendin 
with  prescribing  a  controlled  sub¬ 
stance  “not  for  a  legitimate  medical 
purpose”. 

On  January  6.  1978,  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge,  pursuant  to  21  CFR 
1316.65,  transmitted  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  the  record  of  these  proceedings 
together  with  his  report  containing 
recommended  findings  of  fact  and  con¬ 
clusion  of  law. 

The  Administrative  Law  Judge  in  his 
discussion  stated: 

Respondent’s  testimony  as  to  his  state  of 
mind  at  the  time  of  each  incident  reveals  a 
willingness  to  write  prescriptions  for  mood- 
altering  drugs  upon  request  merely  to  pro¬ 
vide  pleasure  or  enjoyment  for  the  recipi¬ 
ent,  without  the  slightest  regard  for  any 
truly  therapeutic  purpose.  True,  the  evi¬ 
dence  does  not  indicate  Respondent  to  be  a 
vicous  or  malicious  minded  person.  But 
much  more  than  such  a  negative  character-, 
ization  is  to  be  expected,  and  properly 
should  be  required,  of  the  physician  li¬ 
censed  or  registered  to  dispense  controlled 
substances  in  any  schedule.  Such  a  physi¬ 
cian  is  expected  to  display  and  exercise  cau¬ 
tion  and  care  so  as  to  dispense  or  prescribe 
controlled  substances  only  for  a  legitimate 
medical  purpose  and  in  the  usual  course  of 
professional  practice. 

Having  reviewed  the  record  of  these 
proceedings  in  its  entirety  and  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §1316.66  of  'ntle  21.  Code  of 
Federal  Regrulations,  the  Administra¬ 
tor  accepts  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge’s  findings  and  conclusion. 

Accordingly  under  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Attorney  General  by  sec¬ 
tion  304  of  the  Controlled  Substances 
Act,  21  U.S.C.  824,  and  redelegated  to 
the  Administrator  of  the  Drug  En¬ 
forcement  Administration,  it  is  or¬ 
dered  that  Dr.  Sendin’s  application  for 
registration  under  the  Controlled  Sub¬ 
stances  Act  be  denied,  effective  imme¬ 
diately. 

Dated:  February  10, 1978. 

Peter  B.  Bensinger, 
Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4255  FUed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 
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LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 
GRANTS  AND  CONTRACTS 

February  13,  1978. 

The  Legal  Services  Corporation  was 
established  pursuant  to  the  Legal  Ser¬ 
vices  Corporation  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L. 
93-355.  88  Stat.  378,  42  U.S.C.  2996- 
29961,  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  95-222  (De¬ 
cember  28.  1977).  Section  1007(f)  pro¬ 
vides:  "At  least  30  days  prior  to  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  any  grant  application  or 
prior  to  entering  into  a  contract  or 
prior  to  the  initiation  of  any  other 
project,  the  Corporation  shall  an¬ 
nounce  publicly  •  •  *  such  grant,  con¬ 
tract  or  project.” 

The  Legal  Services  Corporation 
hereby  announces  publicly  that  it  is 
considering  the  grant  application  sub¬ 
mitted  by: 

Legal  Aid  of  Western  Michigan  in  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.,  to  serve  Kent,  Oceana,  and 
Muskegon  counties. 

Interested  persons  are  hereby  invit¬ 
ed  to  submit  written  comments  or  rec¬ 
ommendations  concerning  the  above 
application  to  the  Regional  Office  of 
the  Legal  Services  Corporation  at: 

Legal  Services  Corporation,  Northern  Vir¬ 
ginia  Regional  Office,  1730  North  Lynn 

Street.  Suite  600,  Arlington,  Va.  22209. 

Thomas  Ehrlich, 
President 

[FR  Doc.  78-4304  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6820-35] 

GRANTS  AND  CONTRACTS 

February  13,  1978. 

The  Legal  Services  Corporation  was 
established  pursuant  to  the  Legal  Ser¬ 
vices  Corporation  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L. 
93-355,  88  Stat.  378,  42  U.S.C.  2996- 
29961,  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  95-222  (De¬ 
cember  28,  1977).  Section  1007(f)  pro¬ 
vides:  "At  least  30  days  prior  to  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  any  grant  application  or 
prior  to  entering  into  a  contract  or 
prior  to  the  initiation  of  any  other 
project,  the  Corporation  shall  an¬ 
nounce  publicly  •  •  •  such  grant,  con¬ 
tract  or  project.” 

The  Legal  Services  Corporation 
hereby  announces  publicly  that  it  is 
considering  the  grant  application  sub¬ 
mitted  by: 

Legal  Assistance  of  North  Dakota  in  Bis¬ 
marck.  N,  Dak.,  to  serve  Poster,  Wells, 
Ransom,  Sargent,  Adams,  Billings,  ^wman, 
Dunn.  Golden  Valley.  Hettinger,  Stark, 
Slope,  and  Grand  Forks  counties. 

Interested  persons  are  hereby  Invit¬ 
ed  to  submit  written  comments  or  rec¬ 
ommendations  concerning  the  above 
application  to  the  Regional  Office  of 
the  Legal  Services  Corporation  at: 
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Legal  Services  Corporation,  Chicago  Re¬ 
gional  Office.  310  South  Michigan 
Avenue.  24th  Floor.  Chicago.  Ill. 

Thomas  Ehrlich, 
President 

(FR  Doc.  78-4305  Piled  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[1410-03] 

NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  NEW 
TECHNOLOGICAL  USES  OF  COPY¬ 
RIGHTED  WORKS 

AMENDED  MEETING 

Federal  Register  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  1978,  43  FR  4465. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Thursday,  Febru¬ 
ary  16.  and  10  a.m.,  Friday,  February 
17,  1978. 

PLACE:  Eighth-floor  Anteroom,  Time- 
Life  Building.  Rockefeller  Center,  1271 
Avenue  of  the  Americas.  New  York, 
N.Y. 

STATUS:  Meeting  open  to  the  public. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The 
meeting  on  Thursday,  February  16. 
1978,  will  convene  at  2  p.m.  rather 
than  at  10  a.m.,  as  previously  an¬ 
nounced.  Friday’s  meeting  will  begin 
at  10  a.m. 

Arthur  J.  Levine, 
Executive  Director,  National 
Commission  on  New  Techno¬ 
logical  Uses  of  Copyrighted 
Works. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4213  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-471  and  50-471A] 

BOSTON  EDISON  CO.,  ET  AL> 

Receipt  of  Additional  Antitrust  Information; 

Time  for  Submission  of  Views  on  Antitrust 

Matters 

Boston  Edison  Co.,  et  al..‘  pursuant 
to  section  103  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  filed  on  July 
25,  1977  and  December  9,  1977,  infor¬ 
mation  requested  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Antitrust  Review  as  re¬ 
quired  by  10  cm  Part  50,  Appendix  L. 
This  information  adds  Massachusetts 
Municipal  Wholesale  Electric  Co.  as 
an  owner  of  the  Pilgrim  Nuclear  Gen¬ 
erating  Station  Unit  2. 

The  information  was  filed  by  Boston 
Eklison  Co.,  et  al.>  in  connection  with 


•Central  Maine  Power  Co.,  Central  Ver¬ 
mont  Public  Service  Corp.,  Fitchburg  Gas  8c 
Electric  Light  Co.,  Montaup  Electric  Co., 
New  Bedford  Gas  8c  Edison  Light  Co..  New 
England  Power  Co..  Public  Service  Co.  of 
New  Hampshire,  the  United  Illuminating 
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their  application  for  a  construction 
permit  and  operating  license  for  the 
Pilgrim  Nuclear  Generating  Station. 
Unit  No.  2,  a  pressurized  water  reac¬ 
tor.  The  site  for  this  plant  is  located 
near  the  Town  of  Plymouth,  in  Plym¬ 
outh  County,  Mass. 

The  original  antitrust  portion  of  the 
application  was  submitted  on  Decem¬ 
ber  21,  1973  (originally  submitted  for 
Units  2  and  3:  Unit  3  was  subsequently 
dropped  from  the  application)  and 
notice  of  receipt  of  Application  for 
Construction  Permits  and  Facility  Li¬ 
censes  and  Availability  of  Applicants’ 
Environmental  Report:  Time  for  Sub¬ 
mission  of  Views  on  Antitrust  Matters 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  January  14.  1974  (39  FR  1786).  The 
Notice  of  Hearing  was  also  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  January 
14,  1974  (39  FR  1786). 

Copies  of  the  above  stated  docu¬ 
ments  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  and  at  the 
Plymouth  Public  Library,  North 
Street,  Plymouth,  Mass.  02360. 

Information  in  connection  with  the 
antitrust  review  of  this  application  can 
be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Anti¬ 
trust  and  Indemnity  Group.  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  Massachusetts  Municipal 
Wholesale  Electric  Co.  presented  to 
the  Attorney  General  for  consider¬ 
ation  should  submit  such  views  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
on  or  before  April  10, 1978. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md..  this  6th  day 
of  February  1978. 

For  The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Olan  D.  Parr, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3,  Division  of  Pro¬ 
ject  Management 

(FR  Doc.  78-3854  Filed  2-8-78:  8:45  am] 


[4910-58] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

IN-AR  78-7] 

SAFETY  RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  RESPONSES 
Availability  and  Receipt 

Aviation  Safety  Recommendation  A- 
78-2.— On  April  4,  1977,  a  DC-9 

crashed  near  New  hope,  Ga.  During  its 
investigation  of  the  accident,  the 
Safety  Board  found  that  neither  the 

Co.,  Town  of  Hudson  Light  &  Power  De¬ 
partment.  Burlington  Electric  Department. 
Vermont  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Taun¬ 
ton  Municipal  Lighting  Plant  Commission 
and  Massachusetts  Municipal  Wholesale 
Electric  Co. 
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forward  nor  the  aft  flight  attendant 
seats  in  the  passenger  cabin  were 
equipped  with  shoulder  harnesses. 

On  February  8,  1978,  the  Safety 
Board  recommended  that  the  Pederi 
Aviation  Administration: 

Expedite  its  review  of  Recommendation 
A-73-40  with  a  view  toward  early  require¬ 
ment  of  properly  designed  shoulder  har¬ 
nesses  at  flight  attendant  stations  in  air  car¬ 
rier  aircraft.  (Class  II,  Priority  Action)  (A- 
78-2) 

Pipeline  Safety  Recommendations 
P-78-  1  through  14.— A  12-inch  pro¬ 
pane  pipeline,  owned  by  the  Consoli¬ 
dated  Gas  Supply  Corp.,  ruptured 
near  Ruff  Creek,  Pa.,  on  July  20,  1977. 
As  a  result  of  its  investigation,  the 
Safety  Board  made  recommendations 
to  the  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp., 
the  Materials  Transportation  Bureau, 
and  the  American  petroleum  Institute, 
resi>ectively. 

To  the  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 
Corp.: 

Inspect  the  field  sagbend  under  the 
stream  and  adjacent  to  the  overbend  that 
failed  and  at  any  other  known  locations 
where  the  pipeline  has  undergone  settle¬ 
ment  of  this  type  with  the  magnetic-parti¬ 
cle-inspection  or  other  suitable  technique, 
for  signs  of  stress-corrosion  cracking.  Re¬ 
place  the  sagbend  or  other  pipe  if  incipient 
cracking  is  present.  (Class  II,  Priority 
Action)  (P-78-1) 

Test  pipe  for  stress-corrosion  cracking 
using  a  nondestructive  testing  method  such 
as  the  magnetic-particle-inspection  method 
or  other  suitable  technique  every  time  the 
pipeline  is  exposed  for  maintenance  pur¬ 
poses.  (Class  II.  Priority  Action)  (P-78-2) 

Establish  written  procedures  to  insure  the 
safe  operation  and  maintenance  of  this 
pipeline  system  under  normal  and  emergen¬ 
cy  conditions  as  required  by  Federal  regula¬ 
tions.  (Class  II.  Priority  Action)  (P-78-3) 

Install  a  meter  at  the  Hastings  Extraction 
Plant  on  the  inlet  to  the  propane  pipeline  to 
determine  how  much  liquid  is  entering  the 
pipeline.  (Class  II,  Priority  Action)  (P-78-4) 

Investigate  the  feasibility  of  detecting 
pipeline  leaks  by  the  use  of  electronic  In/ 
Out  flow  monitors  or  other  leak  detection 
devices,  and  install  one  capable  of  detecting 
both  small  and  large  leaks.  (Class  III, 
Longer  Term  Action)  (P-78-5) 

Establish  a  control  center  for  the  liquid 
propane  pipeline  and  telemeter  all  pressure, 
flow,  and  other  pertinent  data  necessary  for 
the  safe  operation  of  this  pipeline  to  this 
central  location.  (Class  iii.  Longer  Term 
Action)  (P-78-6) 

Inspect  on  a  random  sample  basis  the  seg¬ 
ment  of  pipeline  10  miles  downstream  of  the 
former  Ih-eston  Compressor  Station,  includ¬ 
ing  the  area  between  Interstate  Highways 
70  and  79  where  coal  mines  are  prevalent, 
for  other  evidence  of  stress-corrosion  crack¬ 
ing  or  increased-depth,  general  corrosion 
pitting.  Increase  cathodic  protection  or  con¬ 
sider  line  replacement  in  areas  where  severe 
corrosion  or  stress-corrosion  cracking  is 
found.  (Class  11,  Priority  Action)  (P-78-7) 

Train  pump  station  personnel  on  pump 
maintenance  procedures  and  how  to  tell  the 
difference  between  line  pressure  losses 
caused  by  leaks  and  by  pumps  being  vapor 
locked.  (Class  II.  Priority  Action)  (P-78-8) 

To  the  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau: 


Expedite  the  publishing  of  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  on  regulations  for 
the  safe  transr>ortation  by  pipelines  of  liq¬ 
uefied  petroleum  gases  (LPG).  Include  a 
comprehensive  section  on  the  communica¬ 
tions  required  for  the  safe  operation  of  LPG 
pipelines.  (Class  II.  Priority  Action)  (P-78- 
9) 

Include  in  proposed  regulations  a  section 
similar  to  the  emergency  plan  section  of  the 
natural  gas  code  (49  CFll  192.614)  that  will 
require  operators  to  provide  information  to 
persons  who  live  or  work  within  220  yards  of 
a  propane  pipeline,  and  up  to  1  mile  if  locat¬ 
ed  do^mhill  of  a  LPG  pipeline,  about  the 
particular  hazards  of  LI^  and  how  to  con¬ 
tact  emergency  response  personnel.  (Class 
III,  Longer  Term  Action)  (P-78-10) 

Include  in  proposed  49  CFR  Part  195  regu¬ 
lations,  provisions  for  checking  natural  gas 
pipelines  that  are  being  converted  to  lique¬ 
fied  petroleum  gas  (LPG)  senice  for  stress- 
corrosion  cracking.  (Class  III,  Longer  Term 
Action)  (P-78-11) 

To  the  American  Petroleum  Insti¬ 
tute: 

Participate  in  and  encourage  research  into 
stress  corrosion  cracking,  especially  on  older 
steel  gas  pipelines  that  have  been  converted 
to  liquid  service.  (Class  III,  Longer  Term 
Action)  (P-78-12) 

Conduct  field  tests,  using  acoustic  emis¬ 
sion  testing  techniques  developed  by  the  gas 
industry,  to  determine  if  highly  stressed 
portions  of  liquid  pipelines  can  be  located, 
and  stress-corrosion  cracking  can  be  detect¬ 
ed  by  this  means  before  failure.  (Class  III. 
Longer  Term  Action)  (P-78-13) 

Conduct  research  to  develop  some  form  of 
detector,  either  as  an  odorant  or  irritant,  of 
the  presence  of  liquefied  petroleum  gas. 
The  detector  should  be  one  that  will  not 
contaminate  the  product  or  make  it  unsuit¬ 
able  for  u.se  with  processing  catalysts.  (Class 
III,  Longer  Term  Action)  (P-78-14) 

Responses  to  Safety 
Recommendations 

Aviation:  A-77-69.— This  recommen¬ 
dation  asked  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  to  revise  its  Airman’s  In¬ 
formation  Manual  and  other  official 
guidance  materials  to  clarify  pilots’ 
and  controllers’  responsibilities  in  im¬ 
plementing  an  instrument  flight  rules 
departure  from  an  airport  which  has  a 
published  IFR  departure  procedure. 

FAA,  in  a  letter  dated  January  16, 
1978,  advises  that  existing  procedures 
and  guidance  contained  in  Handb(x>k 
7110.65A,  paragraph  350,  and  AIM, 
Part  I,  page  1-61,  outline  the  pilots’ 
and  controllers’  responsibilities  per¬ 
taining  to  obstruction  avoidance.  As 
an  added  measure,  FAA  will  reiterate 
pilots’  and  controllers’  rest>onsibilities 
in  a  new  paragraph  titled,  "Instru¬ 
ment  Departures,"  to  be  added  to  the 
AIM,  Part  1.  on  page  1-80. 

Highway:  7/- 77-27. —This  recommen¬ 
dation  asked  the  National  Highway 
’Traffic  Safety  Administration  to  seek 
additional  resources  and  actively  par¬ 
ticipate  and  support  the  National 
Safety  Council  in  the  development, 
implementation,  and  evaluation  of  a 
nationwide  "Operation  Lifesaver”  rail¬ 
road/highway  grade  crossing  safety 
program. 


NHTSA’s  letter  of  January  26  ad¬ 
vises  that  a  number  of  discussions  be¬ 
tween  NHTSA  and  NTSB  have  been 
held  on  the  subject  of  activity  in  the 
area  of  railroad  crossing  education. 
NHTSA  also  reports  that  there  is  rea¬ 
sonably  convincing  evidence  that 
driver  education  and  public  informa¬ 
tion  campaigns  have  done  little  to 
alter  unsafe  driver  behaviors  and  thus 
reduce  crashes,  and  that  in  spite  of 
the  opinions  of  interviewed  drivers 
that  improved  driver  education  and 
public  information  programs  would  be 
effective  countermeasures,  more  rigor¬ 
ous  research  efforts  have  suggested 
that  such  is  not  the  case.  NHTSA  feels 
that  the  results  of  the  National  Safety 
Council’s  “Operation  Lifesaver"  pro¬ 
gram  should  be  viewed  with  this  in 
mind.  NHTSA  is  willing  to  cooperate 
with  the  NSC  in  any  technical  way  to 
provide  a  proper  evaluation  of  this 
program  and  will  make  budget 
changes  and/or  seek  additional  re¬ 
sources  to  promote  and  support  the 
NSC  program,  if  evaluation  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  shows  the  effectiveness  of  the 
program  in  reducing  crashes. 

Highway:  H-77-  17  through  19.— 
These  recommendations  resulted  from 
the  Safety  Board's  investigation  of  the 
charter  bus  accident  near  Martinez, 
Calif.,  on  May  21,  1976. 

The  Safety  Board,  in  its  letter  of 
February  3,  asked  the  Department  of 
California  Highway  Patrol  for  docu¬ 
mentation  of  the  progress  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  administrative  regulation  con¬ 
cerning  the  public  availability  of  carri¬ 
er  ratings,  a  copy  of  the  revised  carrier 
enforcement  policy  HPM  84.1,  Motor 
Carrier  Safety  Operations,  as  it  relates 
to  low  rating  warnings  and  correction 
followup,  and  to  be  kept  aware  of  the 
outcome  of  joint  efforts  with  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Department  of  Motor  Vehicles 
in  the  area  of  employee  certification. 

Highway:  H-76-7.—A  Board  letter  of 
February  8  to  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration  states 
that  is  is  gratified  at  the  initiative  of 
and  progress  made  by  industry  in  solv¬ 
ing  the  problem  of  fire  and  penetra¬ 
tion  resistant  wheel  well  covers  as  sug¬ 
gested  by  this  reconunendation.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Board  would  be  interested  in 
knowing  the  quantity,  in  numbers  and 
percent  total  production,  of  buses  or¬ 
dered  with  the  improved  wheel  well 
covers.  The  Board  would  like  to  be  as¬ 
sured  that  the  individual  transit  au¬ 
thorities  and  bus  companies  do  have  a 
knowledge  of  the  improvement  and 
the  cost  and  weight  penalties  on  each 
unit  ordered. 

Railroad:  R-76-  42  through  44.— ’The 
Board  in  its  letter  of  January  31  to  the 
Greater  Cleveland  Regional  Transit 
Authority  reported  that  Recommenda¬ 
tion  R-76-42  will  be  held  in  "open” 
status  and  that  the  Safety  Board 
would  appreciate  being  informed  when 
the  planned  installation  of  testing  fa- 
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cilities  is  placed  in  operational  mode  at 
Windermere  and  Airport  terminals. 

Concerning  R-76-  43  and  44  the 
Board  stated  that  the  GCRTA  re¬ 
sponse  described  in  its  letter  of  Nove- 
meber  21,  1977,  was  a  satisfactory  re¬ 
sponse. 

Railroad:  R-75-10.—A  Board  letter 
of  January  31,  to  the  Department  of 
Defense  refers  to  a  recommendation 
resulting  from  the  Southern  Pacific 
Transportation  Co.  freight  train  ex¬ 
plosion  at  Benson,  Ariz.,  on  May  24, 
1973.  DOD  advised  the  Safety  Board 
of  a  Department  of  Defense  review  to 
upgrade  the  safety  features  of  rail  cars 
used  for  transporting  DOD  munitions; 
one  aspect  of  the  project  was  to  be  a 
technical  and  operational  study  of  the 
consequences  of  restricting  future  rail 
shipments  of  munitions  to  cars  of  all- 
steel  construction. 

The  Board  now  asks  DOD  the  re¬ 
sults  of  the  review  and  any  subsequent 
changes  in  policy  concerning  muni¬ 
tions  shipments. 

Railroad:  R- 75-2. —At  the  NTSB/ 
FRA  quarterly  meeting  on  October  27, 
1977,  FRA  was  requested  to  review  and 
clarify  their  response  of  April  28,  1976, 
to  this  recommendation  to  promulgate 
regulations  to  establish  minimum 
standards  for  the  size  and  quality  of 
all  components  used  in  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  track.  FRA  in  a  letter  dated 
January  16,  reiterates  that  it  does  not 
at  this  time  plan  to  promulgate 
design-based  (track)  standards.  FRA 
states,  to  do  so  would  result  in  a  tre¬ 
mendously  negative  economic  impact 
on  the  railroad  industry;  also,  design- 
based  standards  would  inhibit  innova¬ 
tion  through  Federal  insistence  on  a 
set  of  rigid  requirements.  However, 
FRA  is  considering  promulgating  per¬ 
formance  oriented  track  standards. 
Before  making  any  major  revisions  or 
additions  to  the  existing  standards, 
FUA  will  review  the  results  of  several 
research  projects  currently  being  con¬ 
ducted.  Results  of  the  short-term  pro¬ 
jects  are  expected  in  1978;  longer-term 
results  should  be  available  in  1979.  If 
the  data  indicate  that  performace 
standards  are  cost-beneficial,  they  will 
be  promulgated  at  that  time. 

Railroad:  R-74-  20  and  21.— A  Board 
letter  of  January  31,  to  FRA  asked  to 
be  informed  of  the  results  of  two  pro¬ 
jects  described  by  FRA  in  its  response 
of  June  23,  1975,  as  they  relate  to  the 
two  recommendations. 

Railroad  R-74-9.—A  Board  letter  of 
January  31,  1978,  to  FRA  requested 
the  current  status  of  the  proposed  rule 
on  the  promulgation  or  regulations  to 
restrict  the  usage  of  narcotics  and  in¬ 
toxicants  by  train  crewmembers. 

Railroad  R-74-  1  through  5.— These 
recommendations  were  forwarded  to 
FRA  as  a  result  of  a  Special  Study— 
“Broken  Rails:  A  Major  Cause  of 
Train  Accidents.”  On  February  10, 
1976,  FRA  advised  that  a  comprehen¬ 


sive  review  of  the  entire  Federal  Track 
Safety  Standards  was  a  high  priority 
objective  for  the  year  1976. 

In  its  letter  of  January  31,  1978,  the 
Safety  Board  asked  FRA  the  results  of 
the  planned  review,  particularly  if  the 
results  apply  to  these  recommenda¬ 
tions. 

Railroad:  R-73-  23,  30,  and  38.— In 
its  letter  of  January  31,  the  Safety 
Board  asked  FRA  the  following  addi¬ 
tional  questions:  (1)  Has  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  furnished  FRA  the 
results  of  its  bomb  loading  study?  (2) 
Does  the  data  indicate  FRA  regulatory 
action?  (R-73-23)  What  is  the  current 
status  of  the  proposed  rule  that  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  2,  1975?  (R-73-30)  Regarding  the 
two  studies  scheduled  for  completion 
in  1976  to  obtain  an  understanding  of 
the  reasons  for  accidents:  (1)  Has  an 
analysis  of  the  studies  been  complet¬ 
ed?  and  (2)  Does  the  analysis  support 
regulatoiy  action  to  protect  against 
unauthorized  movements  onto  main 
tracks?  (R-73-38) 

Railroad:  R-72-26.—As  a  result  of  an 
accident  involving  an  Atchison, 
Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  train  near  Collins¬ 
ville,  Okla.,  on  April  5,  1971,  the 
Safety  Board  recommended  to  FRA 
that  passenger  train  accidents  be  re¬ 
viewed  and  regulations  promulgated  to 
correct  window  design  and  other 
in  jury -causing  features  in  passenger 
cars. 

On  September  18,  1972,  FRA  in¬ 
formed  the  Safety  Board  that  a  study 
was  being  made  to  determine  the  rela¬ 
tionship  between  passenger  car  design 
and  passenger  injury;  on  January  5, 
1976,  FRA  advised  that  an  insufficient 
data  base  required  additional  testing 
and  analysis. 

The  Safety  Boa*‘d’s  letter  of  January 
31,  1978,  asked  FRA  the  results  of  the 
additional  testing  and  analysis,  and 
whether  remedial  regulations  are  con¬ 
templated. 

Note.— The  above  notice  consists  of  sum¬ 
maries  of  safety  recommendation  letters 
issued  by  the  Safety  Board  and  other  corre¬ 
spondence  relating  to  recommendations 
made  available,  and  responses  to  recommen¬ 
dations  received,  during  the  week  preceding 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  recommendation  letters  in 
their  entirety  are  available  to  the  general 
public;  single  copies  are  obtainable  without 
charge.  Copies  of  the  full  text  of  responses 
to  recommendations  and  other  Board  corre¬ 
spondence  may  be  obtained  at  a  cost  of  $4 
for  service  and  10  cents  per  page  for  repro¬ 
duction.  All  requests  must  be  in  writing, 
identified  by  the  recommendation  number 
and  date  of  publication  of  this  notice.  Ad¬ 
dress  inquiries  to:  Public  Inquiries  Section, 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board. 
Washington,  D.C.  20594. 


(Secs.  304(a)(2).  397,  Independent  Safety 
Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88  Stat. 
2169,  2172  (49  U.S.C.  1903.  1906)).) 

Barbara  J.  Bush, 
Acting  Federal  Register 
Liaison  Officer. 

February  13, 1978. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4313  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[7710-12] 

POSTAL  SERVICE 
PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
System  of  Records  Modification 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

ACTION:  FToposed  modification  to  an 
existing  system  of  records. 

SUMMARY:  This  documenf  publishes 
a  proposed  change  to  the  published 
description  of  the  Postal  Service 
system  of  records  entitled,  USPS 
080.010— Inspection  Requirements— 
Investigative  Piles  System.  The 
change  would  reduce  the  retention 
period  of  these  investigative  records, 
exclusive  of  records  pertaining  to  mail 
covers,  from  50,  30.  and  25  years,  to  15 
years.  This  proposal  is  the  result  of  an 
evaluation  of  the  actual  need  for  re¬ 
tention  of  these  records.  The  short¬ 
ened  retention  period  will  result  in  the 
keeping  of  more  timely  investigative 
material. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  March  17, 1978. 

ADDRESS:  Records  Officer,  U.S. 
Postal  Service,  Washington.  D.C. 
20260. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  John  E.  Finlay,  202-245-4142. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  published  description  of  USPS 
080.010  appears  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  September  30,  1977  (42  FH 
53509). 

Modification 

The  Postal  Service  believes  that  it  is 
desirable  to  make  the  following  modi¬ 
fication  to  its  system  of  records  enti¬ 
tled  USPS  080.010  Inspection  Require¬ 
ments— Investigative  Piles  System:  . 

Retention  and  disposal:  Change  to 
read.  “Case  records  are  maintained  for 
15  years.  Exceptions  may  be  granted 
in  specific  instances  for  longer  reten¬ 
tion.  All  case  records  are  destroyed  by 
burning,  pulping,  or  shredding.” 

The  Postal  Service  invites  public 
comment  on  the  proposed  modifica¬ 
tion. 

Roger  P.  Craig, 
Deputy  General  Counsel 
[PR  Doc.  78-4345  Piled  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 
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[8010-01] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  34-14452;  Pile  No.  SR-Amex- 
78-1] 

AMERICAN  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC 

S*lf>R*gulatery  Organixotion;  Proposed  Rule 
change 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the 
“Act”),  15  U.S.C.  78s(b)(l).  as  amended 
by  Pub.  L.  No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Febru¬ 
ary  3,  1978,  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization  filed  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
a  proposed  rule  change  as  follows: 

American  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

(“Amex”)  Statement  of  Terms  of 

Substance  of  the  Proposed  Rule 

Change 

The  American  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 
(the  “Amex”)  proposes  to  amend  its 
Constitution  to  provide,  in  the  case  of 
a  leased  membership,  that  when  a 
lessee  is  expelled  or  becomes  ineligible 
for  reinstatement,  such  lease  shall  ter¬ 
minate.  (The  text  of  the  amendment  is 
attached  as  Exhibit  A.) 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  Consti¬ 
tutional  amendment,  (as  an  integral 
part  of  a  plan  to  permit  Amex  mem¬ 
bers  to  enter  into  contractual  arrange¬ 
ments  for  the  leasing  of  their  member¬ 
ships),  is  to  revive  the  use  of  a  number 
of  now-inactive  memberships  and  to 
offer  a  broader  range  of  opportunities 
for  flexible  structuring  of  membership 
arrangements. 

The  amendment  is  consistent  with 
Sections  6(b)(1)  and  6(b)(6)  of  the  Act, 
in  assuring  Exchange  capacity  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  the  Act,  and  to  en¬ 
force  member  compliance  with  the 
Act,  the  rules  and  regulations  thereun¬ 
der.  and  with  the  Constitution  and 
rules  of  the  Exchange. 

Amex  states  that  no  comments  were 
received  from  members,  or  any  other 
persons,  concerning  this  amendment. 

The  Amex  has  determined  that  no 
burden  on  competition  will  be  imposed 
by  the  proix>sed  rule  change. 

On  or  before  March  23,  1978,  or 
within  such  longer  period  (i)  as  the 
Commission  may  designate  up  to  90 
days  of  such  date  if  it  finds  such 
longer  period  to  be  appropriate  and 
publishes  its  reasons  for  so  finding  or 
(ii)  as  to  which  the  above-mentioned 
self-regulatory  organization  consents, 
the  Commission  will: 

(a)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(b)  Institute  proceedings  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  proposed  rule 
change  should  be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and  argu¬ 
ments  concerning  the  foregoing.  Per¬ 


sons  desiring  to  make  written  submis¬ 
sion  should  file  six  copies  thereof  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission.  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
filing  with  respect  to  the  foregoing 
and  all  written  submissions  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  officp  of  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  self-regulatory  organization.  All 
submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  referenced  in  the  caption 
above  and  should  be  submitted  on  or 
before  March  9,  1978. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

February  10,  1978. 

Exhibit  A 

American  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 
amendment  to  the  constitution* 

1.  Article  IV,  Sections  4  (g)  through 
(i)  are  redesignated  as  Sections  4  (h) 
through  (j),  and  Section  4(h)  as  so  re¬ 
designated  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

[g](h)  When  a  regular  or  options 
principal  member  (other  than  one  who 
is  a  lessee  of  a  membership)  is  expelled 
or  becomes  ineligible  for  reinstate¬ 
ment.  the  Board  shall  dis[x>se  of  his 
membership  in  the  manner  provided 
in  Section  7  of  this  Article  [,1.  When  a 
regular  or  options  principal  member 
who  is  the  lessee  of  a  membership  is  ex¬ 
pelled  or  becomes  ineligible  for  rein¬ 
statement  the  lease  shall  terminate, 
land  wl  When  a  regular  or  options 
principal  member  dies  or  resigns,  the 
Board  may  [so]  dispose  of  his  member¬ 
ship  tn  the  manner  provided  in  Sec¬ 
tion  7  of  this  Article,  if  such  member 
or  such  membership  is  delinguent  in 
the  pajTnent  of  dues,  fines,  charges  or 
assessments  of  the  Exchange  or  con¬ 
tributions  to  the  Gratuity  Fund  (in 
the  case  of  a  regular  member)  for  a 
period  of  ninety  days[;l, 

*NoTE.— [Brackets]  indicate  material  to  be 
deleted  and  italics  indicate  material  to  be 
added. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4215  Piled  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

[Release  No.  14453:  File  Nos.  SR-Amex-77-3 
and  SR-Amex-77-18] 

AMERICAN  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC 

Order  Extending  the  Period  for  Condution  of 
Proceedings  to  Determine  Whether  Proposed 
Amendments  to  Foreign  Company  Listing  Re¬ 
quirements  Should  Be  Disapproved,  and  a 
Reheoring  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Original  Listing  Requirements  and  Provisions 
Governing  Suspension  and  Delisting 

February  10, 1978. 
On  November  29,  1977,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  issued  an  order  (Securities  Ex¬ 


change  Act  Release  No.  14214)  insti¬ 
tuting  prodeedings,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  19(bK2)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  (the  “Act”),  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(2),  to  determine  whether 
SR-Amex-77-18  should  be  disapproved 
and  granting  the  American  Stock  Ex¬ 
change’s  (“Amex’s”),  86  Trinity  Place, 
New  York,  N.Y,  10006,  request  for  a 
rehearing  on  SR-Amex-77-3.*  Both 
proposals  involve  amendments  of  the 
Amex’s  original  listing  criteria  for 
stocks  which,  upon  adoption,  would 
expand  the  universe  of  issues  eligible 
for  listing  on  the  exchange.*  The  No¬ 
vember  29,  1977,  order  invited  interest¬ 
ed  persons  to  submit  written  data, 
views  and  arguments  within  thirty 
(30)  days  thereof  (December  29,  1977); 
parties  wishing  to  respond  to  any  such 
submission  were  required  to  file  a  re¬ 
sponse  within  45  days  of  the  order’s  is¬ 
suance  (January  13,  1978). 

By  letter  dated  December  29,  1977, 
the  Amex  requested  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion  granted  an  extension  of  the 
above-mentioned  comment  and  rebut¬ 
tal  periods  to  January  13  and  January 
30,  1978,  respectively,*  In  its  letter,  the 
Amex  also  consented  to  a  2-week  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  time  specified  in  section 
19(b)(2)  of  the  Act  for  the  conclusion 
of  proceedings  instituted  to  determine 
whether  a  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act  requires 
that  a  proceeding  instituted  thereun¬ 
der  be  concluded  within  one  hundred 
eighty  (180)  days  of  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  notice  of  filing  of  the  subject 
rule  proposal.*  Nevertheless,  section 
19(b)(2)  also  permits  the  Commission 
to  extend  the  period  for  the  conclu¬ 
sion  of  such  proceedings  for  up  to 
sixty  (60)  days  upon  a  finding  of  good 
cause  and  publication  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  reasons  for  so  finding. 

During  the  preceding  extension  of 
the  comment  period  on  this  matter, 
the  Commission  received  an  extensive 
submission  from  the  Amex  on  January 


'On  August  31.  1977,  the  Commission 
issued  an  order  disapproving  SR-Amex-77-3 
(Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  13912) 
(42  FR  44855  (September  7,  1977)). 

•The  terms  of  substance  of  SR-Amex-77-3 
and  SR-Amex-77-18  appeared  in  the  Feder¬ 
al  Register  on  March  24,  1977  (42  FR 
15994)  and  August  1,  1977  (42  FR  38948),  re¬ 
spectively. 

•Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
14328  (December  30,  1977). 

‘Notice  of  filing  of  SR-Amex-77-18  was 
given  by  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  August  1,  1977.  Accordingly,  the  stat¬ 
utory  period  for  conclusion  of  dLsapproval 
proceedings  plus  the  two  week  extension 
granted  by  the  Amex  would  have  necessitat¬ 
ed  Commission  action  on  this  matter  by 
February  13,  1978.  In  its  request  for  a  re¬ 
hearing  on  SR-Amex-77-3  (letter  from 
Norman  Poser.  Executive  Vice  President, 
Amex  to  George  A.  Fitzsinunons  dated  No¬ 
vember  4,  1977),  the  Amex  consented  to  re¬ 
consideration  of  SR-Amex-77-3  within  the 
same  proceeding  as  SR-Amex-77-18. 
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18,  1978,  and  an  amendment  of  that 
submission  on  January  20,  1978.  That 
submission  presents  new  facts  and  ar- 
gmnents  as  to  why  the  Commission 
should  approve  the  subject  rule  pro¬ 
posals.  A  thorough  analysis  of  this  ma¬ 
terial,  in  conjunction  with  a  review  of 
the  entire  record  on  SR-Amex-77-3 
and  SR-Amex-77-18,  and  consider¬ 
ation  by  the  Commission  of  the  ques¬ 
tions  thus  raised  cannot  be  accom¬ 
plished  within  the  one  hundred  eighty 
(180)  day  statutory  period  plus  the  ad¬ 
ditional  period  to  which  the  Amex  has 
consented. 

Accordingly,  on  the  basis  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  cited  above,  we  find  that  good 
cause  exists  for  an  extension  of  the 
time  initially  permitted  for  consider¬ 
ation  of  these  matters  and  hereby 
order  an  extension  of  sixty  (60)  days, 
from  February  13,  1978,  of  the  period 
for  the  conclusion  of  proceedings  to 
determine  whether  SR-Amex-77-18 
should  be  disapproved,  and,  concur¬ 
rently,  to  reconsider  our  previous  dis¬ 
approval  of  SR-Amex-77-3. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4216  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  ami 


[8010-01] 

[Rel.  No.  10117:  812-4244] 

HARTFORD  VARIABLE  ANNUITY  LIFE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  CO.,  HARTFORD  INVESTMENT  SER¬ 
VICES,  INC  AND  HARTFORD  EQUITY  SALES 
CO.,  INC 

Application  for  Exemption 

February  9, 1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Hartford 
Variable  Annuity  Life  Insurance  Co. 
(“HVA”),  a  stock  life  insurance  compa¬ 
ny  organized  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  Connecticut,  Hartford  Invest¬ 
ment  Services,  Inc.  (“HISCO”),  a  com¬ 
pany  organized  under  the  laws  of  Con¬ 
necticut  to  engage  in  the  investment 
advisory  business,  and  Hartford 
Equity  Sales  Co.,  Inc.  (“HESCO”), 
Hartford  Plaza,  Hartford,  Conn.  06115 
a  company  organized  under  the  laws 
of  Connecticut  and  registered  as  a 
broker-dealer  under  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  (“Exchange  Act”) 
(Collectively  "Applicants”),  filed  an 
Application  on  December  7,  1977,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  9(c)  of  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (“Act”),  for  an 
order  of  exemption  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  9(a).  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  Applica¬ 
tion  on  file  with  the  Commission  for  a 
statement  of  the  representations  con¬ 
tained  therein  which  are  summarized 
below. 

Applicant  HVA  is  a  wholly  owned 
subsidiary  of  Hartford  Life  Insurance 


Co.  International  Telephone  and  Te- 
lepgraph  Corp.  (“ITT”)  owns  99.9  per¬ 
cent  of  the  outstanding  common  stock 
and,  together  with  a  subsidiary,  own 
100  percent  of  the  preferred  stock  of 
Hartford  Fire  Insurance  Co.  which,  in 
turn,  owns  100  percent  of  the  out¬ 
standing  stock  of  Hartford  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Co.  Applicant  HESCO  is  a  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  of  Applicant  HVA. 
Applicant  HISCO  is  a  wholly  owned 
subsidiary  of  Hartford  Fire  Insurance 
Co. 

Axe  Securities  Corp.  (“Axe”),  a  Dela¬ 
ware  corporation,  is  registered  as  a 
broker-dealer  under  the  Exchange 
Act.  Axe  serves  as  sponsor-depositor  of 
three  HVA  sepaiate  accounts:  Hart¬ 
ford  Variable  Annuity  Life  Insurance 
Co.  DC  Variable  Account-I  (“HVA- 
DC-I”),  Hartford  Variable  Annuity 
Life  Insurance  Co.  QP  Variable  Ac¬ 
count  (“HVA-QP-VA”),  and  Hartford 
Variable  Annuity  Life  Insurance  Co. 
DC  Variable  Account-II  (“HVA-DC- 
II”).  HVA-DC-I,  HVA-DC-II,  and  HV- 
QP-VA  are  registered  under  the  Act  as 
unit  investment  trusts.  Axe  also  serves 
as  principal  underwriter  of  the  vari¬ 
able  annuity  contracts  issued  by  HVA- 
DC-II.  and  HVA-QP-VA  and  by  a 
fourth  HVA  separate  account  Hart¬ 
ford  Variable  Annuity  Life  Insurance 
Co.  Separate  Account  (“HVA  Separate 
Account”)  which  is  registered  under 
the  Act  as  a  management  open-end  di¬ 
versified  investment  company.  E.  W. 
Axe  &  Co.,  Inc,  (“H.  E.  Axe”)  serves  as 
investment  adviser  to  Hartford  Fund, 
Inc.  (“Hartford  Fund”),  a  manage¬ 
ment  open-end  diversified  investment 
company  registered  under  the  Act. 
Hartford  Fund  has  a  bond  series  and  a 
stock  series.  The  bond  series  and  the 
stock  series  shares  of  Hartford  P\ind 
serve  as  the  underlying  investment 
media  of  HVA-DC-I,  HVA-DC-II  and 
HVA-QP-VA.  E.  W.  Axe  also  serves  as 
investment  adviser  to  HVA  Separate 
Account. 

Section  9 

Section  9(a)  of  the  Act,  in  pertinent 
part,  makes  it  unlawful  for  any 
person,  or  any  company  with  which 
such  person  is  affiliated,  to  act  in  the 
capacity  of  employee,  saleman,  officer, 
director,  member  of  an  advisory  board, 
investment  adviser,  broker-dealer, 
principal  underwriter  or  depositor  of 
or  for  any  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany  if  such  person  is,  by  reason  of 
any  misconduct,  permanently  enjoined 
by  any  court  of  competent  jurisdiction 
from  engaging  in  or  continuing  any 
such  conduct  or  practice  or  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any 
security. 

Section  9(c)  provides  that  any 
person  who  is  ineligible  by  reason  of 
section  9(a)  to  serve  in  the  capacities 
enumerated  in  that  section  may  file  an 
application  for  an  exemption  from  the 
prohibitions  of  that  section  and  that 


the  Commission  shall  grant  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  provisions  of  Section 
9(a)  either  unconditionally  or  on  an 
appropriate  temporary  or  other  condi¬ 
tional  basis,  if  it  is  established  that 
the  prohibitions  of  section  9(a).  as  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  applican(s).  are  unduly  or 
disproportionately  severe  or  that  the 
conduct  of  such  person  has  been  such 
as  not  to  make  it  against  the  public  in¬ 
terest  or  protection  of  investors  to 
grant  such  application. 

I*REVious  Applications 

On  June  20,  1972,  ITT  and  two  of  its 
subsidiaries,  HVA  and  Hamilton  Man¬ 
agement  Corp.  (“HMC”)  applied  under 
section  9(c)  of  the  Act  for  an  order  ex¬ 
emption  them  from  the  provisions  of 
section  9(a)  of  the  Act.  The  June  1972 
application  followed  the  entry  of  con¬ 
sent  injunctions  against  ITT  and  two 
of  its  officers  in  a  Commission  enforce¬ 
ment  action  alleging  misuse  of  inside 
information  relating  to  a  material 
change  in  the  posture  of  Justice  De¬ 
partment  anti-trust  litigation  against 
ITT  and  also  alleging  the  sale  of  unre¬ 
gistered  securities.  * 

At  the  time  this  application  was 
filed.  HMC  acted  as  investment  advis¬ 
er  and  principal  imderwriter  to  Hamil¬ 
ton  Funds,  Inc.,  Hamilton  Growth 
fund,  Inv.,  and  Hamilton  Income  fund. 
Inc.,  Management  open-end  invest¬ 
ment  companies  registered  under  the 
Act.  HVA  (formerly  known  as  the  ITT 
Variable  Annuity  Insurance  Co.)  acted, 
as  investment  adviser  and  principal 
underwriter*  to  HVA  (then  ITT)  Sepa¬ 
rate  Account.  In  addition,  HMC  acted 
as  investment  adviser  to  HVA.  As  sub¬ 
sidiaries,  of  ITT,  HVA  and  HMC,  im¬ 
mediately  upon  entry  of  the  injunc¬ 
tions  referred  to  above,  became  sub¬ 
ject  to  section  9(a)(3)  of  the  Act, 
which,  in  pertinent  part,  prohibits  any 
company  which,  by  reason  of  any  mis¬ 
conduct,  is  permanently  or  temporar¬ 
ily  enjolhed  by  any  court  of  competent 
jurisdiction  from  engaging  in  any  con¬ 
duct  or  practice  in  connection  with  the 
purchase  or  sale  of  any  security,  from 
serving  or  acting  in  the  capacity  of, 
inter  alia,  investment  adviser,  deposi¬ 
tor  or  principal  underwriter  of  any 
registered  investment  Company.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  contemporaneously  with 
the  entry  of  the  June  1972  injunc¬ 
tions.  ITT,  HVA  and  HMC  applied 
under  section  9(c)  for  an  order  of  ex¬ 
emption  and  the  Commission  granted 
a  temporary  order  of  exemption  to 
permit  the  subsidiaries  to  continue 
servicing  the  registered  investment 
companies  involved  pending  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  consideration  of  the  applicai- 
ton.  In  January  1973,  the  Commission, 
upon  a  request  of  two  intervening  par¬ 
ties,  ordered  a  hearing  on  the  applica¬ 
tion. 


■  Litigation  Release  No.  5435. 

*In  1974,  HESCO  became  principal  under¬ 
writer  for  HVA  and  Separate  Account. 
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Proceedings  on  the  applicaiton  by 
ITT.  HVA  and  HMC  continued  into 
1975.  During  1975,  however,  ITT  sold 
HMC  to  Oppenheimer  Management 
Corp.;  additionally.  E.  W.  Axe  and  Axe 
became  the  principal  underwriter  and 
investment  adviser,  respectively,  for 
HVA  Separate  Account.  Thus  having 
terminated  its  affiliation  with  the  un¬ 
derwriting,  depository  and  investment 
advisory  activities  that  were  subject  to 
the  section  9  proscription,  ITT,  its  sub¬ 
sidiaries,  HVA  and  HESCO,  and  HMC 
subsequently  withdrew  their  applica¬ 
tions  under  section  9(c)  and  according¬ 
ly.  on  November  14.  1975,  such  pro¬ 
ceedings  were  ordered  cancelled.  As  a 
result  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  appli¬ 
cation.  the  temporary  order  of  exemp¬ 
tion  previously  granted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  was  terminated. 

HVA-QP-VA,  HVA-DC-I  and  HVA- 
DC-II  were  established  by  means  of 
custodian  agreements  between  Axe 
and  Hartford  National  Bank  and  Trust 
Company  ("HNB”).  HVA  has  entered 
into  an  agreement  with  Axe  imder  the 
terms  of  which  HVA  has  agreed  that  it 
will  assume  responsibility  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  records  that  are 
required  to  be  kept  by  Axe  as  deposi¬ 
tor  and  principal  underwriter  by  the 
provisions  of  section  31(a)  of  the  Act 
and  Rules  13a-l  and  13a-2  thereunder. 

HVA  has  also  entered  into  a  record¬ 
keeping  agreement  with  HNB  under 
the  terms  of  which  HVA  has  agreed  to 
maintain  and  preserve  on  behalf  of 
HNB  under  section  31(a)  of  the  Act 
and  Rules  13a-l  and  13a-2  thereunder, 
such  accounts,  books  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  as  constitute  the  records  form¬ 
ing  the  basis  for  financial  statements 
required  to  be  filed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  30  of  the  Act  and  of  the  auditors’ 
certificates  relating  thereto. 

The  performance  of  these  functions 
by  HVA  pursuant  to  its  agreements 
with  Axe  and  HNB,  as  well  as  the  per¬ 
formance  of  administrative  and  pay¬ 
ment  processing  functions  by  HVA, 
could  constitute  it  as  the  depositor  or 
principal  underwriter  of  HVA-QP-VA, 
HVA-DC-I  and  HVA-DC-II.  As  a  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  ITT,  HVA  is  barred  by  the 
provisions  of  section  9(a)  from  serving 
as.  inter  alia,  depositor  or  principal  un¬ 
derwriter  of  a  registered  investment 
company.  Accordingly.  HVA  filed  an 
application,  and  on  August  24,  1977, 
exemptive  orders  were  issued  under 
section  9(c)  to  the  extent  necessary 
and  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  for  ex¬ 
emptions  from  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  26(a)  and  27(c)(2)  to  allow  it  to 
perform  these  functions  (Investment 
Company  Act  Release  No.  9908). 

Present  Request  for  Exemption 

HVA  and  HESCO  wish  to  have  the 
proscriptions  of  section  9(a)  complete¬ 
ly  removed  in  order  that,  should  the 
occasion  arise,  HVA  might  serve  as  in¬ 
vestment  adviser  to  and  HESCO  might 


serve  as  principal  underwriter  of  HVA 
Separate  Account;  HVA  might  serve  as 
investment  adviser  to  Hartford  Fund; 
and  HVA  might  serve  as  principal  un¬ 
derwriter  and  sponsor-depositor  with 
respect  to  HVA-DC-I.  HVA-DC-II  and 
HVA-QP-VA.  Further,  since  the  prin¬ 
cipal  business  purpose  of  HISCO  is  to 
render  investment  advice  and  since  it 
may  at  some  future  time  wish  to  place 
itself  in  a  position  to  render  invest¬ 
ment  advice  to  HVA  Separate  Account 
and/or  to  Hartford  Fund,  it  also 
wishes  to  be  free  of  the  section  9(a) 
proscription  to  which  it  is  presently 
subject. 

Accordingly,  Applicatants  have  re¬ 
quested  that  the  Commission  issue  an 
order  exempting  them  from  the  prohi¬ 
bitions  of  section  9(a)  arising  out  of 
the  issuance  of  the  permanent  injunc¬ 
tion  against  ITT,  their  corporate 
parent,  so  that  each  of  them  will  be 
free  to  serve  or  act  in  the  capacity  of 
investment  adviser  or  sponsor-deposi¬ 
tor  of  any  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany,  or  principal  imderwriter,  as  the 
case  may  be,  for  any  registered  man¬ 
agement  open-end  investment  compa¬ 
ny,  unit  investment  trust  or  face- 
amount  certificate  company. 

Applicatants  represent,  in  support  of 
their  request  for  relief,  that  neither 
HVA,  HESCO,  HISCO.  nor  any  of 
their  respective  officers,  directors  or 
employees,  were  named  as  respondents 
in  the  injunctive  action  instituted  by 
the  Commission  nor  were  any  such 
persons  named  in  the  permanent  in¬ 
junction  which  was  entered  pursuant 
thereto.  Applicants  are  barred  under 
section  9(a)  by  virtue  of  their  affili¬ 
ated  relationship.  Applicants  repre¬ 
sent  that  no  E>erson  named  as  a  re¬ 
spondent  in  the  injunctive  action  or  in 
the  permanent  injunction  entered  pur¬ 
suant  thereto  is  now  or  ever  has  been 
involved  in  the  day-to-day  operations 
of  HVA.  HESCO  and  HISCO  nor  is  it 
anticipated  that  they  will  become  so 
involved  should  HVA.  HESCO  or 
HISCO  ever  undertake  to  serve  as  in¬ 
vestment  adviser  to  or  sponsor-deposi¬ 
tor  or  principal  underwriter  for  any 
registered  investment  company.  Appli¬ 
cants  further  assert  that  to  prevent 
HVA.  HESCO  and  HISCO  from  serv¬ 
ing  in  any  of  the  prohibited  capacities 
set  forth  in  section  9(a)  of  the  Act 
would  unjustly  penalize  them  for 
wrongs  which  they  did  not  commit 
and,  under  the  circumstances,  the  pen¬ 
alties  are  unduly  and  disproportion¬ 
ately  severe.  Applicants  assert  that 
the  conduct  of  such  persons  has  been 
such  as  not  to  make  it  against  the 
public  interest  or  protection  of  inves¬ 
tors  to  grant  the  Application. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may.  not  later  than 
March  7.  1978,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request 
for  a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompa¬ 
nied  by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of 


his  interest,  the  reason  for  such  re¬ 
quest,  and  the  issues,  if  any.  of  fact  or 
law  proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed;  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission.  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such  re¬ 
quest  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  the  Applicant  at  the  ad¬ 
dress  stated  above.  Proof  of  such  ser¬ 
vice  (by  affidavit,  or  in  the  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law.  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing 
or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  or¬ 
dered  will  receive  notice  of  further  de¬ 
velopments  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered) 
and  any  postponements  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

{PR  Doc.  78-4217  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am) 

[8010-01] 

[Pile  No.  81-3081 

HOWARD  DISCOUNT  CENTERS,  INC 
Application  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing 
February  9.  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Howard 
Discount  Centers,  Inc.  ("Applicant”) 
has  filed  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  12(h)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  as  amended  (“the 
1934  Act”)  that  Applicant  be  granted 
an  exemption  from  filing  an  annual 
report  on  Form  10-K  for  the  year 
ended  January  28,  1978,  and  all  other 
reports  required  to  be  filed  pursuant 
to  sections  13  or  15(d)  of  the  1934  Act. 

The  Applicant  states,  in  part; 

1.  Applicant  is  incorporated  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  Delaware. 

2.  Prior  to  the  merger.  Applicant 
had  one  class  of  equity  securities  regis¬ 
tered  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933. 

3.  Prior  to  the  merger.  Applicant  was 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  section 
15(d)  of  the  1934  Act  and  its  common 
stock  was  registered  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  12(g)  of  the  1934  Act. 

4.  As  a  result  of  a  merger  on  No- 
vemer  7,  1977,  the  Applicant  became  a 
wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  Howard 
Bros.  Discount  Stores,  Inc.  ("Howard 
Bros.”). 

5.  At  this  time  the  Applicant  has 
only  one  shareholder,  Howard  Bros. 

In  the  absence  of  an  exemption.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  required  to  file  pursuant  to 
section  13  and  15(d)  of  the  1934  Act 
and  the  rules  and  regulations,  there¬ 
under.  an  annual  report  on  Form  10-K 
for  the  year  ending  January  28,  1978. 
Applicant  believes  that  its  request  for 
an  order  exempting  it  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  sections  13  and  15(d)  of  the 
1934  Act  is  appropriate  in  view  of  the 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  33— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  16,  1978 


NOTICES 


6853 


fact  that  Applicant  is  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  with  only  one  stockholder 
of  record  or  beneficially.  Applicant  be¬ 
lieves  that  the  time,  effort  and  ex¬ 
pense  involved  in  preparation  of  addi¬ 
tional  periodic  reports  would  be  dis¬ 
proportionate  to  any  benefit  to  the 
public. 

For  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the 
information  presenited,  all  persons  are 
referred  to  said  application  which  is 
on  file  in  the  offices  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  500  North  Capitol  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20549. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  not  later  than  March 
6,  1978,  may  submit  to  the  Commission 
in  writing  his  views  or  any  substantial 
facts  bearing  on  this  application  or  the 
desirability  of  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  communication  or  request  should 
be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549,  and  should  state  briefly  the 
nature  of  the  interest  of  the  person 
submitting  such  information  of  fact 
and  law  raised  by  the  Application 
which  he  desires  to  controvert.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  an  order  granting 
the  application  may  be  issued  upon  re¬ 
quest  or  upon  the  Commission’s  own 
motion. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporation  Finance,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4218  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

[Release  No.  14374;  SR-MSTC-77-8] 

MIDWEST  SECURITIES  TRUST  CO. 

Order  Approving  Rule  Change  Providing  for 
Ettobiichmont  of  o  Depoeitory  Interface  With 
New  England  Socuritiee  Depository  Trust  Co. 

January  12, 1978. 

On  May  19,  1977,  the  Midwest  Secu¬ 
rities  Trust  Co.  ("MSTC”)  120  South 
LaSalle  Street.  Chicago,  Ill.  60603, 
submitted  a  proposed  rule  change  pur¬ 
suant  to  Rule  19b-4  under  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the  “Act”) 
relating  to  the  establishment  of  proce¬ 
dures  for  MSTC’s  participation  in  a 
depository  interface  with  New  Eng¬ 
land  Securities  Depository  Trust  Co. 
The  submission  comprises  procedures 
and  agreements  for  the  operation  of 
the  interface.  In  connection  with  the 
proposed  rule  change,  MSTC  request¬ 
ed  that  the  Commission  continue  its 
previous  finding  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graphs  (g)  of  Rules  8c-l  and  15c2-l 
under  the  Act  that  the  agreements, 
provisions  and  safeguards  established 
by  MSTC  are  adequate  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors. 

In  accordance  with  section  19(b)  of 
the  Act  and  Rule  19b-4  thereunder. 


notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (42 
FR  29989,  June  10,  1977),  and  the 
public  was  invited  to  comment  there¬ 
on.  Notice  of  the  filing  and  an  invita¬ 
tion  for  comments  also  appeared  in  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  34- 
13599,  June  6,  1977.  No  letters  of  com¬ 
ment  were  received. 

By  letters  dated  August  18,  1977,  No¬ 
vember  1,  1977,  December  12,  1977, 
and  January  12,  1978,  MSTC  provided 
additional  information  and  made  cer¬ 
tain  representations  in  connection 
with  the  submission. 

The  Commission  has  reviewed  the 
MSTC  submission  and  finds  that  the 
agreements,  provisions  and  safeguards 
established  by  MSTC  are  adequate  for 
the  protection  of  investors.  The  Com¬ 
mission  finds  also  that  it  is  consistent 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Act  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applicable  to  registered  clearing  agen¬ 
cies. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  contained  in  File 
No,  SR-MSTC-77-8,  be,  and  hereby  is, 
approved. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4219  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

[Release  No.  14447;  SR-MCC-77-6] 

MIDWEST  CLEARING  CORP. 

Ordor  Approving  Rulo  Chongo  Roloting  to  Pri¬ 
ority  Atsignmont  for  a  Security  Withdrowoi 
Roquott 

*  February  8,  1978. 

On  November  18,  1977,  the  Midwest 
Clearing  Corporation  (“MCC”),  120 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill. 
60603,  submitted,  pursuant  to  Rule 
19b-4  under  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (the  "Act”),  a  proposed 
rule  change  to  MCC  Rule  6.  section 
2(e).  which  would  assign  a  fifth  and 
lowest  priority  to  security  withdrawal 
requests  pursuant  to  the  Stock  Today 
Program  of  MCC  and  Midwest  Securi¬ 
ties  Trust  Co. 

In  accordance  with  section  19(b)  of 
the  Act  and  Rule  19b-4  thereunder, 
notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (43 
FR  51,  January  3,  1978)  and  the  public 
was  invited  to  comment  thereon. 
Notice  of  the  filing  and  an  invitation 
for  comments  also  appeared  in  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  34- 
14309,  December  27,  1977.  No  letters  of 
comment  were  received. 

The  Commission  has  reviewed  the 
proposed  change  to  Rule  6  and  finds 


that  it  is  consistent  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder  applicable  to 
registered  clearing  agencies. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
proposed  change  to  MCC  Rule  6  con¬ 
tained  in  File  No.  SR-MCC-77-6  be, 
and  hereby  is,  approved. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4220  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

[Release  No.  20407;  70-5915] 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP.  AND  NA¬ 
TIONAL  FULL  GAS  DISTRIBUTION  CORP. 

Proposod  Ittuonco  of  Securitiot  by  Subcidiory 
and  Acquisition  of  Socuritiet  by  Subsidiary 
in  Connection  With  Introsystem  Loon 

February  18,  1978. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  National 
Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp.  (“Supply”),  308 
Seneca  Street,  Oil  City,  Pa.  16301,  and 
National  Fuel  Gas  Distribution  Corp. 
(“Distribution”),  10  Lafayette  Square, 
Buffalo,  N.Y.  14203,  nonutility  subsid¬ 
iaries  of  National  F\iel  Gas  Co.  (“Na¬ 
tional”),  a  registered  holding  compa¬ 
ny,  have  filed  post-effective  amend¬ 
ments  to  an  application-declaration 
previously  filed  with  this  Commission 
pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  desig¬ 
nating  sections  6(a).  7,  9(a),  10,  12(b) 
and  12(f)  of  the  Act  and  Rules  42,  43, 
and  45  promulgated  thereunder  as  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  proposed  transactions. 
All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
the  amended  application-declaration, 
which  is  summarized  below,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions. 

By  orders  dated  November  17,  1976 
(HCAR  No.  19750),  February  14,  1977 
(HCAR  No.  19882)  and  March  24.  1977 
(HCAR  No.  19956),  the  Commission 
authorized  National  to  issue  and  sell 
debentures  and  to  loan  a  portion  of 
the  proceeds  to  certain  of  its  subsidiar¬ 
ies.  National  was  authorized  to  use  up 
to  $19,400,000  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
debenture  sale  to  acquire  securities  of 
National  Gas  Storage  Co.  (“Storage”), 
a  proposed  subsidiary  of  National.  The 
acquisition  of  Storage’s  securities  by 
National  was  dependent  upon  Federal 
Power  Commission  ("FPC”)  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  related  transactions  involving 
Storage.  Accordingly,  National  was  au¬ 
thorized  by  this  Commission  to  loan  at 
8.7  percent,  the  effective  cost  of 
money  incurred  by  National  in  the  is¬ 
suance  of  its  debentures,  up  to 
$19,400,000  aggregate  principal 
amount  to  Supply  pending  receipt  of 
such  authorization  from  the  Federal 
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Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(“FERC”),  successor  to  the  FPC. 
Supply  was  authorized  by  this  Com¬ 
mission  to  use  the  proceeds  for  the 
preliminary  development  of  storage 
properties  which  will  later  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  Storage,  fcr  working  capital, 
for  the  purchase  of  gas  placed  in 
summer  storage  and  for  temporary  in¬ 
vestment. 

It  is  now  stated  that  as  a  result  of 
procedural  delays  in  the  FERC  pro¬ 
ceeding,  Supply  will  not  expend  as 
much  as  was  anticipated  on  the  stor¬ 
age  proper!  ies  at  the  Independence 
Storage  Project  and  will  thus  have 
excess  cash  available  estimated  to 
amount  to  $8,000,000.  Authorization  is 
requested  for  Supply  to  loan  to  Distri¬ 
bution  such  excess  cash  in  an  aggre¬ 
gate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed 
$8,000,000,  for  working  capital  and  for 
its  construction  program.  The  funds 
would  be  loaned  in  exchange  for  unse¬ 
cured  notes  maturing  at  the  earlier  of 
twelve  months  from  the  date  of  issue 
or  receipt  of  the  aforesaid  FERC  au¬ 
thorization  and  need  for  the  cash  for 
the  storage  project.  Interest  will  be 
paid  at  the  commercial  rate  applicable 
to  National  in  effect  at  the  time  the 
loan  is  made.  Distribution  proposes  to 
repay  these  leans  through  moneys  re¬ 
ceived  as  a  result  of  the  sale  of  other 
securities  by  National.  Supply  and  Dis¬ 
tribution  further  request  authority  for 
Supply  to  lean  to  Distribution  cash 
generated  as  a  result  of  the  sale  by 
Supply  of  gas  withdrawn  from  storage 
to  the  extent  that  such  cash  is  re¬ 
quired  by  Distributicn  for  working 
capital,  but  not  in  excess  of 
$20,000,000.  The  funds  would  be 
loaned  in  exchange  for  unsecured 
notes  maturing  witr.in  one  year.  Inter¬ 
est  will  be  paid  at  the  commercial 
paper  rate  applicable  to  National  in 
effect  at  the  time  the  loan  is  made. 
Distribution  proposes  to  repay  these 
loams  through  moneys  received  as  a 
result  of  bank  borrowings  or  the  sale 
of  commercial  paper  by  National. 

It  is  stated  that  these  proposed 
transactions  will  save  the  system 
money  as  the  interest  rate  Supply  can 
reali.ze  on  temporary  investments  of 
e«kcess  cash  is  less  than  the  interest 
rate  Distribution  would  incur  on 
short-term  borrowings. 

It  is  further  stated  that  Distribution 
and  National  will  have  the  option, 
after  payment  of  all  notes  of  prior  ma¬ 
turity,  to  prepay  any  note  .issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  transactions  specified 
above  at  any  time  or  from  time  to 
time,  in  whole  or  in  part,  without  pre¬ 
mium,  upon  payment  of  all  interest  ac¬ 
crued  cn  the  principal  amount  so  pre¬ 
paid  to  the  date  of  such  prepayment. 

No  special  and  separable  fees,  com¬ 
missions  and  expenses  are  anticipated 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions.  It  is  stated  that  no  state  com¬ 
mission  and  no  federal  commission, 


other  than  this  Commission,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may.  not  later  than 
March  8.  1978  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues 
of  fact  or  law  raised  by  the  filing 
which  he  desires  to  controvert:  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be 
addressed;  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such  request 
should  be  served  personally  or  by  mail 
upon  the  applicants-declarants  at  the 
above-stated  addresses,  and  proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or.  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should 
be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  said  date,  the  application-decla¬ 
ration,  as  amended  or  as  it  may  be  fur¬ 
ther  amended,  may  be  granted  and 
permitted  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  under 
the  Act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant 
exemption  from  such  rules  as  provided 
in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take 
such  other  action  as  it  may  deem  ap¬ 
propriate.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  w’hether  a  hearing 
is  ordered  will  receive  any  notices  or 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered) 
and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4221  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am) 


[8010-01] 

[Rel.  No.  20408;  70-6110] 

OHIO  POWER  CO. 

Supplemental  Notice  Concerning  Mortgage 
Amendment*  Related  to  Prepoted  Issuance 
and  Sale  of  First  Mortgage  Bonds  at  Com¬ 
petitive  Bidding 

February  8,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Ohio 
Power  Co.  (“Ohio”),  301  Cleveland 
Avenue  SW.,  Canton.  Ohio  44701,  an 
electric  utility  subsidiary  company  of 
American  Electric  Power  Co.,  Inc.,  a 
registered  holding  company,  has  filed 
with  this  Commission  an  amendment 
to  its  application  previously  filed  in 
this  matter  pursuant  to  the  Public 
Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“Act”),  designating  section  6(b)  of  the 
Act  and  Rule  50  promulgated  thereun¬ 
der  as  applicable  to  the  proposed 
transactions.  Ail  interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  amendment  to  the 
application,  which  is  summarized 


beiow,  for  a  complete  statement  of  the 
new  matter  related  to  the  proposed 
transactions. 

By  previous  notice  issued  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  (HCAR  No.  20391)  it  was 
stated  that  Ohio  proposed  to  issue  and 
seil,  subject  to  the  competitive  bidding 
requirements  of  Rule  50  under  the 
Act.  up  to  $38,000,000  aggregate  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  its  first  mortgage 
bonds  of  a  new  series  (“Bonds”)  and 
up  to  1.600,000  shares  of  a  new  series 
of  its  cumulative  preferred  stock,  par 
value  $25  per  share. 

By  amendment  filed  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  it  is  stated  that  Ohio  also  pro¬ 
poses.  in  connection  with  the  issuance 
and  sale  of  the  Bonds,  to  amend  the 
provisions  of  section  117  of  its  Mort¬ 
gage  and  Deed  of  Trust,  dated  as  of 
October  1,  1938,  made  by  it  to  Manu¬ 
facturers  Hanover  Trust  Co.  and 
Donald  B.  Herterich,  as  supplemented 
and  amended,  to  facilitate  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Mortgage  at  a  future  date 
(i)  to  delete  the  third  paragraph  of 
Part  II  of  section  20  of  the  Mortgage 
(the  requirement  that  Ohio  annually 
satisfy  through  the  deposit  of  cash  or 
bonds,  or  the  certification  of  property 
additions,  the  amount  by  which  ex¬ 
penditures  for  repairs,  maintenance 
and  replacements  fails  to  equal  15  per¬ 
cent  of  base  operating  revenues,  as  de¬ 
fined),  and/or  (ii)  to  delete  the  fourth 
paragraph  of  section  26  of  the  Mort¬ 
gage,  which  provides  that  no  bonds 
shall  be  authenticated,  nor  funded 
cash  withdrawn,  nor  funded  property 
released,  nor  credit  taken  on  the  basis 
of  any  property  additions  subject  to 
prior  liens  where  the  property  addi¬ 
tions  so  used,  and  related  amounts, 
would  exceed  15  percent  of  the  total 
amount  of  bonds  authenticated  under 
the  Mortgage. 

Ohio  also  proposes  to  change  the 
amount  of  the  Applicable  Percentage 
specified  in  part  Il(a)  of  section  20  of 
the  Mortgage  from  2.25  percent  to  2.90 
percent,  such  change  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  the  date  when  the  Mortgage 
shall  be  amended  to  delete  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  third  paragraph  of  Part  II 
of  section  20,  and  to  continue  at  2.90 
percent  until  another  change  in  such 
percentage  shall  be  authorized  or  ap¬ 
proved  by  this  Commission  under  the 
Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
March  2,  1978,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues 
of  fact  or  law  raised  by  said  applica¬ 
tion,  as  amended,  which  he  desires  to 
controvert;  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  re¬ 
quest  should  be  addressed;  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C,  20549.  A  copy  of 
such  request  should  be  served  person- 
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ally  or  by  mail  upon  the  applicant  at 
the  above-stated  address,  and  proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should 
be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  said  date,  the  application,  as 
amended,  or  as  it  may  be  further 
amended,  may  be  granted  as  provided 
in  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant  ex¬ 
emption  from  such  rules  as  provided 
in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take 
such  other  action  as  it  may  deem  ap¬ 
propriate.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing 
is  ordered  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered) 
and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4222  Piled  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

[Release  No.  14449;  File  No.  SR-OCC-77-7] 

OPTIONS  CLEARING  CORP. 

Ord«r  Approving  Rvio  Change  Submiltod  to 
Implement  a  Third-Party  Pledge  System  for 
the  Deposit  of  Underlying  Securities  and  to 
Establish  a  Procedure  for  the  Allocation  of  a 
Suspended  Clearing  Member's  Pending  Exer¬ 
cise  Assignments  to  Covered  Short  Positions 

February  9, 1978. 

On  June  7,  1977,  the  Options  Clear¬ 
ing  Corp.,  (“OCC”),  5950  Sears  Tower, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60606,  submitted,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Rule  19b-4  under  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the  “Act”),  a 
proposed  rule  change  to  implement  a 
third-party  pledge  system  for  the  de¬ 
posit  of  underlying  securities  by  writ¬ 
ers  of  call  option  contracts  and  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  procedure  for  the  allocation 
of  a  suspended  clearing  member’s 
pending  exercise  assignments  to  cov¬ 
ered  short  positions  in  the  clearing 
member’s  accounts  in  cases  where 
OCC  is  unable  to  determine  the 
manner  in  which  the  assignments  were 
allocated  by  the  clearing  member. 

In  accordance  with  section  19(b)  of 
the  Act  and  Rule  19b-4  thereunder, 
the  proposed  rule  change  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
33832,  July  1,  1977),  and  the  public 
was  invited  to  submit  comments  until 
July  22,  1977.  Notice  of  the  filing  and 
an  invitation  for  comments  also  ap¬ 
peared  in  Securities  Exchange  Act  Re¬ 
lease  No.  13680,  June  27,  1977.  No  let¬ 
ters  of  comment  w^ere  received. 

The  Commission  has  reviev/ed  the 
OCC  submission  and  finds  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  consistent 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Act  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder 


applicable  to  registered  clearing  agen¬ 
cies,  and  in  particular,  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  17A  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  contained  in  File 
No.  SR-OCC-77-7  be,  and  hereby  is, 
approved. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4223  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

[Release  No.  10116;  812-4215] 

SAFECO  EQUITY  FUND,  INC.  ET  AL 

Filing  of  Application  for  Exemption 

February  9,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  SAFECO 
Equity  Fund,  Inc.,  SAFECO  Growth 
Fund.  Inc.,  SAFECO  Income  Fund, 
Inc.,  and  SAFECO  Special  Bond  Fund, 
Inc.  (hereinafter  collectively  referred 
to  as  the  “Safeco  Funds”),  all  regis¬ 
tered  under  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940  (“Act”)  as  open-end,  diver¬ 
sified  management  investment  compa¬ 
nies,  and  Dr.  Charles  E.  Odegaard 
(“Odegaard”,  hereinafter  collectively 
referred  to  with  the  Safeco  Funds  as 
“Applicants”),  222  Miller  Hall,  DQ  12, 
College  of  Education,  University  of 
Washington,  Seattle,  Wash.  98105, 
filed  an  application  on  October  31, 
1977,  and  amendments  thereto  on  De¬ 
cember  7,  1977,  and  January  13,  1978, 
pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the  Act,  for 
an  order  of  the  Commission  declaring 
that  Odegaard  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
be  an  interested  person,  within  the 
meaning  of  section  2(a)(19)  of  the  Act, 
of  the  Safeco  Funds’  investment  advis¬ 
er  or  principal  underwriter  solely  by 
reason  of  his  position  as  “Member”  of 
the  College  Retirement  Equities  Fund 
(“CREF”),  a  variable  annuity  fund 
which  owns  shares  of  SAFECO  Corp., 
or  of  his  beneficial  interest  as  an  an¬ 
nuitant  of  CREF.  All  interested  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  for  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  representations  contained 
therein,  which  are  summarized  below. 

The  Safeco  Funds  have  been  man¬ 
aged  by  wholly  owned  subsidiaries  of 
SAFECO  Corp.  (“Safeco”)  since  their 
respective  dates  of  incorporation;  in 
particular,  SAFECO  Asset  Manage¬ 
ment  Co.  ("SAM”)  has  been  their  in¬ 
vestment  adviser  since  1976.  Safeco  is 
a  publicly  held  holding  company:  its 
principal  subsidiaries  are  property  and 
casualty,  life  and  title  insurance  com¬ 
panies.  Another  subsidiary  of  Safeco, 
SAFECO  Securities,  Inc.  (“SSI”)  acts 
as  principal  underwriter  for  the  Safeco 
Funds. 


Applicants  state  that  the  board  of 
directors  of  each  of  the  Safeco  Funds 
is  composed  of  five  directors,  two  of 
whom  are  “interested  persons”  of  the 
Safeco  Funds  as  that  term  is  defined 
in  section  2(a)(19)  of  the  Act;  that  in 
September  1977,  one  of  the  noninter- 
ested  directors  resigned  to  become  a 
director  of  a  national  bank:  and  that, 
on  October  7,  1977,  Odegaard  was  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  directors  of  each  of  the 
Safeco  Funds  to  serve  the  remaining 
term  of  the  director  who  had  resigned. 
Applicants  state  that  Odegaard  has 
not  participated  as  a  director  of  any  of 
the  Safeco  Funds  and  that  it  is  not  an¬ 
ticipated  that  he  will  so  participate 
until  his  status,  as  .sought  to  be  de¬ 
clared  herein,  is  resolved. 

The  application  states  that  Ode¬ 
gaard  is  President  Emeritus  of  the 
University  of  Washington  and  current¬ 
ly  a  Professor  of  Higher  Education 
and  Biomedical  History  at  that  Uni¬ 
versity.  The  application  further  states 
that  since  November  1969,  Odegaard 
had  been  one  of  seven  “Members”  of 
CREF,  and  that,  at  September  30, 
1977,  the  total  assets  of  CREF  were 
$4,100,000,000,  which  included  83,000 
shares  of  Safeco  common  stock,  or  .08 
percent  of  CREF’s  total  assets  and  .63 
percent  of  the  total  Safeco  common 
stock  outstanding. 

According  to  the  application,  CREF 
was  organized  as  a  corporation  in  1952, 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
variable  annuities  to  college  and  uni¬ 
versity  personnel.  Applicants  state 
that  the  Constitution  cf  CREF  pro¬ 
vides  that  its  seven  Members  (“Mem¬ 
bers”)  shall  function  in  a  manner  anal¬ 
ogous  to  shareholders  of  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  and  that  the  Members  meet  an¬ 
nually  to  elect  an  operating  board 
which  comprises  the  trustees  of 
CREF.  Applicants  assert  that  the 
Members  have  no  control  over  the 
daily  operations  of  CREF,  but  rather, 
that  CREF’s  consitution  provides  that 
the  general  management  of  the  prop¬ 
erty,  business  and  affairs  of  CREF 
shall  be  vested  in  its  board  of  trustees, 
and  that  Dr.  Odegaard  is  not  a 
member  of  that  board. 

Section  2(a)(19)  of  the  Act,  in  part, 
defines  an  “interested  person”  of  an 
investment  company  to  include  any  in¬ 
terested  person  of  any  investment  ad¬ 
viser  of  or  principal  underwriter  for 
such  company.  Section  2(a)(19)  of  the 
Act  further  defines  an  “interested 
person”  of  an  investment  adviser  of  or 
principal  underwriter  for  any  invest¬ 
ment  company  to  include  any  person 
who  knowingly  has  any  direct  or  indi¬ 
rect  beneficial  interest  in,  or  who  is 
designated  as  trustee,  executor,  or 
guardian  of  any  legal  interest  in,  any 
security  issued  either  by  such  invest¬ 
ment  adviser  or  principal  underwriter 
or  by  a  controlling  person  of  such  in¬ 
vestment  adviser  or  principal  under¬ 
writer. 
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Applicants  assert  that  they  do  not 
wish  to  have  Odegaard  serve  as  an  in¬ 
terested  director  of  the  Safeco  Funds 
becase  it  is  the  policy  of  the  Safeco 
Funds  that  a  majority  of  their  direc¬ 
tors  be  noninterested. 

Applicants  assert  that  Odegaard  (1) 
has  no  authority  over  or  responsibility 
for  the  portfolio  of  CREF;  (2)  has  no 
power  to  influence  changes  in  that 
portfoli-i,  and  (3)  therefore,  can  have 
no  conflict  of  interest  between  his 
duties  as  a  Member  of  CREF  and  as  a 
director  of  the  Safeco  F\inds. 

They  further  assert  that,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  Odegaard’s  interest  as  a  vari¬ 
able  annuitant  of  CREF,  the  effect 
which  any  individual  holding  of  CREF 
could  have  on  its  total  portfolio  is  de¬ 
pendent  primarily  on  the  size  of  such 
holding  compared  to  the  size  of  the 
portfolio.  They  submit  that,  since  less 
than  one  percent  of  CREF’s  assets  are 
Safeco  common  stock,  an  increase  or 
decrease  in  Safeco’s  market  price 
would  have  no  measurable  effect  on 
CREF’s  portfolio  as  a  whole.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  Applicants  submit  that  the  per¬ 
formance  of  all  of  Safeco’s  mutual 
fund  sales  and  management  companies 
(i.e.,  SAM,  SSI,  and  the  Safeco  Funds’ 
transfer  agent)  have  little  effect  on 
the  net  income  or  earnings  per  share 
of  Safeco.  In  particular,  an  exhibit  to 
the  application  states,  inter  alia,  that 
for  the  9  months  ended  September  30, 
1977,  SAM  contributed  $0.0063  to  Sa¬ 
feco’s  per  share  earnings  of  $6.29. 

Applicants  conclude  that  Odegaard’s 
connection  with  CREF,  as  Member  or 
as  an  annuitant,  will  not  impair  his  in¬ 
dependence  in  acting  on  behalf  of  the 
Safeco  Funds  and  their  shareholders. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Commission  may  conditionally  or 
unconditidhally  exempt  any  person 
from  any  provision  of  the  Act  if  and  to 
the  extent  that  such  exemption  is  nec¬ 
essary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  consistent  with  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors  and  the  purposes 
fairly  intended  by  the  policy  and  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
March  6,  1978,  at  5:30  p.m..  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request 
for  a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompa¬ 
nied  by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of 
his  interest,  the  reason  for  such  re¬ 
quest,  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or 
law  proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  2C549.  A  copy  of  such  re¬ 
quests  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  Applicants  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attomey- 
at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request. 


As  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  under 
the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  will  be  issued  as  of  course  fol¬ 
lowing  said  date  unless  the  Commis¬ 
sion  thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon 
request  or  upon  the  Commission’s  own 
motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing,  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing 
is  ordered,  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered) 
and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management,  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

CFR  Dor  78-4224  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[8010-01] 

[Piles  Nos.  2-33471  (22-5586),  2-55597  (22- 
8757)] 

STANDARD  OIL  CO. 

Application  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing 
February  10,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  The 
Standard  Oil  Co.  (an  Ohio  corpora¬ 
tion)  (the  "Company”)  has  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  under  clause  (ii)  of  section 
310(b)(1)  of  the  Trust  Indenture  Act 
of  1939  (the  “Act”)  for  a  finding  by 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  that  the  trusteeships  of  Manufac¬ 
turers  Hanover  Trust  Co.,  under  five 
indentures,  four  heretofore  qualified 
under  the  Act  and  one  which  was  not 
qualified  under  the  Act  because  of  the 
exemption  contained  in  section 
304(a)(4)  of  the  Act.  are  not  so  likely 
to  involve  a  material  conflict  of  inter¬ 
est  as  to  make  it  necessary  in  the 
public  interest  or  for  the  protection  of 
investors  to  disqualify  Manufacturers 
Hanover  Trust  Co.,  from  acting  as 
trustee  under  any  of  such  indentures. 

Section  310(b)  of  the  Act  provides, 
inter  alia,  that  if  a  trustee  under  an  in¬ 
denture  qualified  under  the  Act  has  or 
shall  acquire  any  conflicting  interest 
(as  defined  in  the  section),  it  shall 
within  ninety  days  after  ascertaining 
that  it  has  such  conflicting  interest 
either  eliminate  such  conflicting  inter¬ 
est  or  resign.  Subsection  (1)  of  this 
Section  provides,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions.  that  a  trustee  is  deemed  to  have 
a  conflicting  interest  if  it  is  acting  as 
trustee  under  another  indenture  of 
the  same  obligor.  However,  pursuant 
to  clause  (ii)  of  subsection  (1),  there 
may  be  excluded  from  the  operation 
of  this  provision  another  indenture  or 
indentures  under  which  other  securi¬ 
ties  of  such  obligor  are  outstanding,  if 
the  issuer  shall  have  sustained  the 
burden  of  proving  on  application  to 
the  Commission,  and  after  opportuni¬ 
ty  for  hearing  thereon,  that  trustee¬ 
ship  under  the  indentures  is  not  so 


likely  to  involve  a  material  conflict  of 
interest  as  to  make  it  necessary  in  the 
public  interest  or  for  the  protection  of 
investors  to  disqualify  such  trustee 
from  acting  as  trustee  under  any  such 
indentures. 

The  Company  alleges  that: 

1.  The  Company  has  issued  and  out¬ 
standing  $100,000,000  in  aggregate 
principal  amount  of  its  7.60  percent 
Debentures  Due  1999  (the  “Deben¬ 
tures”)  under  an  Indenture,  dated  as 
of  July  1,  1969  (the  “1969  Indenture”), 
between  the  Company  and  Chemical 
Bank,  Trustee.  The  Company  Inden¬ 
ture  was  filed  as  Exhibit  2(a)  to  Regis¬ 
tration  Statement  No.  2-33471  of  the 
Company  under  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933  and  has  been  qualified  under  the 
Trust  Indenture  Act  of  1939.  On  De¬ 
cember  2,  1975,  Manufacturers  Han¬ 
over  Trust  Co.,  succeeded  Chemical 
Bank  as  Trustee  under  the  1969  Inden¬ 
ture.  The  Company  has  also  issued 
and  outstanding:  (a)  $200,000,000  in 
aggregate  principal  amount  of  its  7.10 
percent  Notes  Due  October  1,  1977;  (b) 
$50,000,000  in  aggregate  principal 
amount  of  its  7.60  percent  Notes  Due 
April  1,  1979;  and  (c)  $75,000,000  in  ag¬ 
gregate  principal  amount  of  its  8  per¬ 
cent  Notes  Due  April  1,  1981  (collec¬ 
tively  the  “Notes”)  under,  respective¬ 
ly,  three  Indentures,  each  dated  as  of 
April  1,  1976  (collectively  the  “1976  In¬ 
dentures”),  between  the  Company  and 
Manufacturers  Hanover  Trust  Co., 
Trustee.  The  1976  Indentures  were 
filed  as  Exhibits  2(a),  2(b)  and  2(c)  to 
Registration  Statement  No.  2-55597  of 
the  Company  under  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933  and  have  been  qualified  under 
the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of  1939.  The 
Debentures  and  the  Notes  are  herein¬ 
after  sometimes  referred  to  collective¬ 
ly  as  the  “Company  Securities”  and 
the  1969  Indenture  and  the  1976  In¬ 
dentures  are  hereinafter  sometimes  re¬ 
ferred  to  collectively  as  the  “Company 
Indentures.” 

2.  The  Ohio  Air  Quality  Develop¬ 
ment  Authority,  a  public  instrumen¬ 
tality  of  the  State  of  Ohio  (the  “Ohio 
Authority”),  has  issued  and  outstand¬ 
ing  $12,000,000  aggregate  principal 
amount  of  its  Pollution  Control  Rev¬ 
enue  Bonds,  Series  A  (Sohio  Air  Pro¬ 
ject)  (the  “Ohio  Bonds”)  under  a 
’Trust  Indenture,  dated  as  of  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1977  (the  “Ohio  Indenture”),  be¬ 
tween  the  Ohio  Authority  and  Manu¬ 
facturers  Hanover  Trust  Co.,  Trustee. 
The  Company  pursuant  to  the  Loan 
Agreement  between  the  Ohio  Author¬ 
ity  and  the  Company,  dated  as  of  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1977  has  agreed  to  make 
payment  to  the  Ohio  Authority  in  an 
amount  sufficient  to  pay  principal  and 
interest  on  the  Ohio  Bonds.  Inasmuch 
as  the  Ohio  Bonds  were  issued  by  a 
public  instrumentality  of  the  State  of 
Ohio,  the  Ohio  Bonds  were  not  regis¬ 
tered  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933 
and  the  Ohio  Indenture  was  not  quali- 
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fied  under  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of 
1939. 

3.  As  required  by  section  3.10(b)  of 
the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of  1939,  the 
1969  Indenture,  in  section  7.08,  pro¬ 
vides  in  applicable  part  as  follows: 

"(a)  If  the  Trustee  has  or  shall  ac¬ 
quire  any  conflicting  interest,  as  de¬ 
fined  in  this  section  7.08,  it  shall, 
within  ninety  days  after  ascertaining 
that  it  has  such  conflicting  interest, 
either  eliminate  such  conflicting  inter¬ 
est  or  resign  in  the  manner  and  with 
the  effect  specified  in  section  7.10. 

(b)  In  the  event  that  the  Trustee 
shall  fail  to  comply  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section 
7.08,  the  Trustee  shall,  within  ten  days 
after  the  expiration  of  such  ninety- 
day  period,  transmit  notice  of  such 
failure  to  ail  holders  of  Debentures,  as 
the  names  and  addresses  of  such  hold¬ 
ers  appear  upon  the  registry  books  of 
the  Company. 

(c)  For  the  purposes  of  this  Section 
7.08  the  Trustee  shall  be  deemed  to 
have  a  conflicting  interest  if 

(I)  The  Trustee  is  trustee  under  an¬ 
other  indenture  under  which  any 
other  securities,  or  certificates  of  in¬ 
terest  or  participation  in  any  other  se¬ 
curities,  of  the  Company,  are  out¬ 
standing,  unless  such  other  indenture 
is  a  collateral  trust  indenture  under 
which  the  only  collateral  consists  of 
Debentures  issued  under  this  Inden¬ 
ture,  provided  that  there  shall  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  the  operation  of  this 
paragraph  any  other  indenture  or  in¬ 
dentures  under  which  other  securities, 
or  certificates  of  interest  or  participa¬ 
tion  in  other  securities,  of  the  Compa¬ 
ny  are  outstanding  (i)  this  Indenture 
and  such  other  indenture  or  inden¬ 
tures  are  wholly  unsecured  and  such 
other  indenture  or  indentures  are 
hereafter  qualified  under  the  Trust 
Indenture  Act  of  1939,  unless  the  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission 
shall  have  found  and  declared  by 
order  pursuant  to  Subsection  (b)  of 
section  305  or  Subsection  (c)  of  section 
307  of  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of  1939 
that  differences  exist  between  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Indenture  and  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  such  other  indenture  or  in¬ 
dentures  which  are  so  likely  to  involve 
a  material  conflict  of  interest  as  to 
make  it  necessary  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  or  for  the  protection  of  investors  to 
disqualify  the  Trustee  from  acting  as 
such  under  this  Indenture  and  such 
other  indenture  or  indentures,  or*  (ii) 
the  Company  shall  have  sustained  the 
burden  of  proving,  on  application  to 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  and  after  opportunity  for  hearing 
thereon,  that  the  trusteeship  under 
this  Indenture  and  such  other  inden¬ 
ture  is  not  so  likely  to  involve  a  mate¬ 
rial  conflict  of  interest  as  to  make  it 
necessary  in  the  public  interest  or  for 
the  protection  of  investors  to  disquali¬ 
fy  the  Trustee  from  acting  as  such 
under  one  of  such  indentures. 


Section  6.08  of  each  of  the  1976  In¬ 
dentures  is  substantially  the  same  as 
section  7.08  of  the  1969  Indenture, 
except  that  each  of  the  1976  Inden¬ 
tures  explicitly  excludes  from  the  op¬ 
eration  of  paragraph  (c)(1)  thereof  the 
other  two  1976  Indentures  and  the 
1969  Indenture. 

4.  Manufacturers  Hanover  Trust  Co., 
has  ascertained  that  it  has  a  conflict 
of  interest  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  7.08  of  the  1969  Indenture  and 
section  6.08  of  the  1976  Indentures  be¬ 
cause  of  Ohio  Indenture  is  not  quali¬ 
fied  under  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of 
1939  and  is  not  the  subject  of  any 
other  proceeding  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission. 

5.  The  Ohio  Bonds  and  the  Compa¬ 
ny  Securities  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Company  Indentures  are  all  wholly 
unsecured  and  of  equal  rank.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Company 
the  trusteeships  of  Manufacturers 
Hanover  Trust  Co.,  under  the  Ohio  In¬ 
denture  and  the  Company  Indentures 
are  not  so  likely  to  involve  a  material 
conflict  of  interest  as  to  make  it  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  public  interest  or  for  the 
protection  of  investors  that  Manufac¬ 
turers  Hanover  Trust  Company  be  dis¬ 
qualified  from  acting  as  trustee  under 
the  Ohio  Indenture  and  the  Company 
Indentures  and  resign  its  trusteeships 
under  the  Ohio  Indenture  or  the  Com¬ 
pany  Indentures. 

6.  The  Company  waives  notice  of 
hearing,  and  v/aives  hearing,  in  conn- 
nectioa  with  the  matter  referred  to 
herein. 

For  a  more  detailed  account  of  the 
matters  of  fact  and  law  asserted,  all 
persons  are  referred  to  said  applica¬ 
tion,  which  is  a  public  document  on 
file  in  the  offices  of  the  Commission  at 
the  Public  Reference  Room,  1100  L 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
March  6,  1978,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues 
of  law  or  fact  raised  by  such  applica¬ 
tion  which  he  desires  to  controvert,  or 
he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if 
the  Commission  should  order  a  hear¬ 
ing  thereon.  Any  such  request  should 
be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission.  Washington, 
D.C.,  20549.  At  any  time  after  said 
date,  the  Commission  may  issue  an 
order  granting  the  application,  upon 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  deem  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate  in  the  public  interest  and  the 
interest  of  investors,  unless  a  hearing 
is  ordered  by  the  Commission. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporation  Finance,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4225  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


14710-01 J 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  CM-8/10] 

ADVISCSY  PANEL  ON  ACADEMIC  MUSIC  OF 

THE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  MUSIC 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Advisory  Panel 
on  Academic  Music  has  scheduled  a 
meeting  to  be  held  on  Monday,  March 
6.  in  Room  507  at  State  Annex  2,  De¬ 
partment  of  State.  515  22nd  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  The  meeting 
hours  will  be  from  9:45  a.m.  to  12:30 
p.m.  and  from  2  p.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

The  sessions  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  The  agenda  is: 

(1)  Review  of  program  policies  and 
guidelines: 

(2)  Review’  of  recent  overseas  tours 
in  the  academic  music  field  sponsored 
by  the  Department  of  State; 

(3)  Evaluation  of  tapes  and  records 
of  College/University  performing  arts 
groups  planning  tours  abroad,  and  aca¬ 
demic  groups  which  wish  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  as  candidates  for  grants,  sponsor¬ 
ship  or  other  assistance  in  connection 
with  overseas  tours. 

Members  of  the  public  in  attendance 
who  wish  to  comment  on  the  agenda 
items  may  do  so,  subject  to  restrictions 
of  time  and  direction  of  the  Chair. 

For  the  purpose  of  fulfilling  building 
security  requirements,  it  is  requested 
that  persons  wishing  to  attend  this 
open  session  advise  the  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary,  Beverly  Gerstein,  by  telephone 
before  March  3;  the  telephone  number 
is  (area  code  202)  632-2846. 

The  meeting  room  has  a  seating  ca¬ 
pacity  of  30,  so  the  public  will  be  ad¬ 
mitted  on  a  first-come,  first-served 
basis. 

Dated:  F’ebruary  6,  1978. 

Paul  E.  Wheeler, 
Director,  Office  of 
International  A  rts  Affa  i rs.  • 

[FR  Doc.  78-4245  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4710-01] 

[Public  Notice  CM-8/11] 

STUDY  GROUP  I  OF  THE  U.S.  ORGANIZATION 
OF  THE  INTERNATIONAL  TELEGRAPH  AND 
TELEPHONE  CONSULTATIVE  COMMITTEE 
(CCITT) 

Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  announces 
that  Study  Group  I  of  the  U.S.  Orga¬ 
nization  of  the  International  Tele¬ 
graph  and  Telephone  Consultative 
Committee  (CCITT)  will  meet  on 
March  9,  1978,  at  10  a.m.  m  Room  511 
of  the  Federal  Communications  Com¬ 
mission,  1919  M  Street  NW.,  Washing- 
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ton.  D.C.  This  Study  Group  deals  with 
U.S.  Government  regulatory  aspects  of 
international  telegraph  and  telephone 
operations  and  tariffs. 

The  Committee  will  discuss  interna¬ 
tional  telecommunications  relating  to 
telegraph,  telex,  and  data  services  in 
order  to  develop  U.S.  positions  to  be 
taken  at  meetings  of  international 
CCITT  Study  Groups  1  and  III  to  be 
held  during  1978  in  Geneva.  Switzer¬ 
land. 

Members  of  the  general  public  may 
attend  the  meeting  and  join  in  the  dis¬ 
cussion  subject  to  instructions  of  the 
Chairman.  Admittance  of  public  mem¬ 
bers  will  be  limited  to  the  seating 
available. 

Dated;  February  9.  1978. 

Arthur  L.  Freeman, 
Chairman,  U.S.  CCITT 
National  Committee. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4246  Filed  2-15-78;  8  45  am] 


[4710-011 

[Public  Notice  CM-8/121 

STUDY  GROUP  4  OF  THE  U.S.  ORGANiZATtON 
OF  THE  INTERNATIONAL  TELEGRAPH  AND 
TELEPHONE  CONSULTATIVE  COMMITTEE 
(CCITT) 

Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  announces 
that  Study  Group  4  of  the  U.S.  Orga¬ 
nization  of  the  International  Tele¬ 
graph  and  Telephone  Consultative 
Committee  (CCITT)  will  meet  on 
March  9,  1978,  at  10  a.m.  in  Room  6802 
of  ihe  Department  of  Ciommerce.  14th 
Street  NW.  (between  *E  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue),  Washington, 
D.C.  This  Study  Group  deals  with 
matters  in  telecommunications  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  .development  of  internation¬ 
al  digital  data  transmission  services. 

The  agenda  for  the  March  9  meeting 
will  include  consideration  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

*  1.  Report  on  the  December  1977 

Meeting  of  the  W'orking  Parties  of 
CCITT  Study  Group  XVII: 

2.  Consideration  of  U.S.  delayed  con¬ 
tributions  to  the  April  1973  Meeting  of 
CCITT  Study  Group  VII: 


3.  Other  busine.ss. 

All  participants  are  requested  to  use 
the  main  entrance  to  the  Department 
of  Commerce  on  14th  Street  NW. 
Members  of  the  general  public  who 
desire  to  attend  the  meeting  on  March 
9  will  be  admitted  up  to  the  limit  of 
the  meeting  room. 

Arthur  L.  Freeman. 

Chairman.  U.S.  CCITT 
National  Committee. 

February  9,  1978. 

(FR  Doc  78-4247  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


14710-01] 

[PubHc  Notice  CM -8  13] 

STUDY  GROUP  7  OF  THE  U.S.  ORGANiZATtON 

FOR  THE  INTERNATIONAL  RADIO  CONSUL¬ 
TATIVE  COMMITTEE  (CCIR) 

Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  announces 
that  Study  Group  7  of  the  U.S.  Orga¬ 
nization  for  the  International  Radio 
Consultative  Committee  (CCIR)  will 
meet  on  March  15.  1978.  at  the  NASA/ 
Goddard  Space  Flight  Center.  Green- 
belt  Road.  Building  12.  Room  N13. 
Greenbelt,  Md.  The  meeting  will  begin 
at  9  a.m. 

Study  Group  7  deals  with  time- 
signal  services  by  means  of  radiocom¬ 
munications.  The  purpose  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  to  discuss  preparations  for 
the  Special  Preparatory  Meeting 
which  will  be  held  in  Geneva  starting 
in  October  1978,  as  a  preliminary  to 
the  1979  World  Administrative  Radio 
Conference. 

Members  of  the  general  public  may 
attend  the  meeting  and  join  in  the  dis¬ 
cussions  subject  to  instructions  of  the 
Chairman.  Entrance  to  the  Goddard 
Space  Flight  Center  is  controlled  and 
all  non-NASA  representatives  will  be 
required  to  register  at  whichever  gate 
is  used  for  entry  to  the  area.  Entry  for 
members  of  the  general  public  may  be 
facilitated  if  arrangements  are  made 
in  advance.  Therefore,  it  is  suggested 
that  prior  to  March  15,  members  of 
the  general  public  who  plan  to  attend 
the  meeting  should  inform  their  name, 
affiliation  and  address  to  Mr.  Jacques 
S.  Herman  (Secretary,  U.S.  Study 


Group  7),  Naional  Scientific  Laborato¬ 
ries.  Mr.  Herman  can  be  reached  by 
telephone  on  area  code  703-698-8500. 

Dated:  February  10,  1978. 

Gordon  L.  Huffcutt, 
Chairman,  U.S.  CCIR 
National  Committee. 
[FR  Doc.  78-4248  Filed  2-15-78:  8;45  ami 


[4910-60] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Materialt  Trantportation  Buraau 

EXEMPTION  APPLICATIONS 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  DOT. 

ACTION:  List  of  applications  for  ex¬ 
emption. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  the 
procedures  governing  the  application 
for.  and  the  processing  of.  exemptions 
from  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion’s  Hazardous  Materials  Regula¬ 
tions  (49  CFR  Part  107,  Subpart  B), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Office 
of  Hazardous  Materials  Operations  of 
the  Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
has  received  the  applications  described 
herein. 

DATES:  Comments  by  March  20,  1978. 

ADDRESSED  TO:  Dockets  Section. 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Oper¬ 
ations,  Department  of  Tran-sportation, 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Comments 
should  refer  to  the  application 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION: 

Complete  copies  of  the  applications 
are  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  at  the  Public  Docket  Room, 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Oper¬ 
ations.  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Room  6500,  Trans  Point  Build¬ 
ing,  2100  Second  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 

Each  mode  of  transportation  for 
which  a  particular  exemption  is  re¬ 
quested  is  indicated  by  a  number  in 
the  “Nature  of  Application”  portion  of 
the  table  below  as  follows:  1— Motor 
vehicle,  2— Rail  freight.  3— Cargo 
vessel.  4— Cargo-only  aircraft.  5— Pas¬ 
senger-carrying  aircraft. 
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New  Application 


Application  No. 

Applicant 

Regulation(s)  affected 

Nature  of  application 

7909-N . 

.  Dow  Chemical  Co.,  Midland, 

Mich. 

49  CFR  173.345(a), 
173.359(0,  173.364(a), 
173.370(b),  (d),  173.377(f), 
175.3. 

49  CFR  173.306(a)(3) . 

To  authorize  shipment  of  Class  B  poisons  in  inside  containers  of  not  over 

1  liter  capacity  overpacked  in  composite  packaging  without  the  poison 

B  label.  (Modes  1,  2,  4,  5.) 

7910-N . 

.  Union  Carbide  Corp..  Bound 

Brook,  N.J. 

To  authorize  shipment  of  flammable  gases,  nonflammable  gases  and  mix¬ 
tures  thereof  in  non-DOT  Polyethylene  aerosol  container  patterned 
after  DOT  specification  2P  or  2Q.  (Modes  1.  2,  3.) 

7911-N . 

.  Lox  Elquipment  Co., 

Livermore,  Calif. 

49  CFR  173.315 . 

To  authorize  shipment  of  liquefied  methane,  liquefied  natural  gas,  and 
liquefied  ethylene  in  a  non-DOT  tank  motor  vehicle. 

7912-N . 

.  Express  Airways  Inc., 

Mojave,  Calif. 

49  CFR  175.73(aM3). 
175.85(d). 

To  authorize  shipment  of  radioactive  materials  in  cargo  only  aircraft  in 
quantities  exceeding  prescribed  limitations  and  certain  related  require¬ 
ments.  (Mode  4.) 

7913-N . 

.  Cherokee  Chemical  Co., 

Inc.,  Compton,  Calif. 

49  CFR  173.245 . 

To  authorize  shipment  of  corrosive  liquid  cleaning  compounds  in  DOT  57 
portable  tanks.  (Mode  1.) 

7914-N . 

.  Southern  Pacific 

Transportation  Co.,  San 
Francisco.  Calif. 

49  CFR  174.91,  174.92, 
174.93. 

To  allow  operation  of  unit  tank  car  trains  of  petroleum  crude  oil  without 
buffer  cars.  (Mode  2.) 

7915-N . 

.  Olin  Corp.,  East  Alton,  Ill _ 

49  CFR  173.93(b) . 

To  authorize  shipment  of  Class  B  smokeless  powder  in  water  in  MC-307 
and  MC-312  cargo  tanks.  (Mode  1.) 

7916-N . 

.  Olln  Chemicals  Group, 

Stamford,  Conn. 

49  CFR  173.286,  175.3 . 

To  authorize  shipment  of  a  chemical  kit  containing  corrosive  liquids, 
flammable  liquids,  an  ORM-A  liquid,  and  non-regulated  liquids  in  one 
outside  shipping  container.  (Modes  1,  4.) 

7918-N . 

.  W.  R.  Grace  &  Co., 

Cambridge,  Mass. 

49  CFR  172.101 . 

To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  soda  lime  (solid)  formulations  as  non- 
regulated  materials.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

7919-N . 

.  Crowley  Maritime  Corp., 

Seattle,  Wash. 

49  CFR  176.83  Table  II . 

To  authorize  stowage  in  the  same  hold  or  compartment  hazardous  mate¬ 
rials  which  normally  may  not  be  stowed  together.  (Mode  3.) 

7930-N . . . 

.  Maruheni  America  Corp., 

New  York,  N.Y. 

49  CFR  173.358 . 

To  authorize  shipment  of  organic  phosphate  compounds,  liquid,  Class  B 
poison,  in  non-DOT  steel  drums.  (Modes  1,  3.) 

7921-N . 

.  Becton,  Dickinson  &  Co., 

Arlington,  Tex. 

49  CFR  Parts  100-189 
except  Part  107,  §§  171.2, 
173.21,  173.22a,  173.24. 

To  authorize  shipment  of  an  analytical  standard  chemical  kit  containing 
ampules  of  nitric  acid,  sulfuric  acid,  hydrochloric  acid,  phosphoric  acid, 
chloroform  and  certain  alcohols  in  the  same  outside  packaging  essen¬ 
tially  as  a  nonregulated  package.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4.) 
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This  notice  of  receipt  of  applications 
for  new  exemptions  is  published  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  107  of  the  Haz¬ 
ardous  Materials  Transportation  Act 
(49  CFR  U.S.C.  1806;  49  CFR  1.53(e)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  8,  1978. 

J.  R.  Grothe. 

Chief,  Exemptions  Branch, 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4115  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  ami 

[4910-60] 

EXEMPTION  APPLICATIONS 

AGENCY:  Materals  Transportation 
Bureau.  DOT. 

ACTION:  List  of  applications  for  re- 
new'al  of  exemption  or  application  to 
become  a  party  to  an  exemption. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  the 
procedures  governing  the  application 
for,  and  the  processing  of.  exemptions 
from  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion’s  Hazardous  Materials  Regula¬ 
tions  (49  CFR  Part  107,  Subpart  B). 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Office 
of  Hazardous  Materials  Operations  of 
the  Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
has  received  the  applications  described 
herein.  Normally,  the  modes  of  trans-. 
portation  would  be  identified  and  the 
nature  of  application  w’ould  be  de¬ 
scribed.  However,  this  notice  is  abbre¬ 
viated  to  expedite  docketing  and 
public  notice.  These  applications  have 
been  separated  from  the  new  applica¬ 
tions  for  exemptions  to  facilitate  pro¬ 
cessing. 

DATES:  Comments  by  March  3.  1978. 

ADDRESSED  TO:  Dockets  Section. 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Oper¬ 
ations.  Department  of  Transportation. 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Comments 
should  refer  to  the  application 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION: 

Complete  copies  of  the  applications 
are  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  at  the  Public  Docket  Room. 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Oper¬ 
ations.  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion.  Room  6500,  Trans  Point  Build¬ 
ing.  2100  Second  Street  SW..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Application  Applicant  Renewal  of 

No.  exemption 

25B2-X  Union  Carbide  Corp..  2582 

Tarrytown,  N.Y. 

2482-X  Air  Products  &  2382 

Chemicals.  Inc.. 

Allentown.  Pa 

2973-X  PPG  Industries.  Inc..  2973 

Pittsburgh.  Pa. 

3193  X  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  3193 

Nemours  &  Co..  Inc.. 

Wilmington.  Del. 

3569.x  Baroid  Petroleum  3569 

Services  Division. 

Houston.  Tex. 


Application  Applicant  Renewal  of 

No.  exemption 

4108-X  Chemetron  Corp..  4108 

Chicago.  Ill. 

4108-X  Southern  Oxygen  4108 

Supply  Co..  Atlanta. 

Ga. 

4291-X  United  Technologies.  4291 

Sunnyvale.  Calif. 

4390-X  Ashland  Chemical  Co..  4390 

Columbus,  Ohio.. 

5022-X  National  Aeronautics  5022 

and  Space 
Administration. 

Washington.  D.C. 

5022-X  Aerojet  Solid  Propulsion  5022 

Co.,  Sacramento.  Calif. 

5112-X  Austin  Powder  Co.,  5112 

Cleveland.  Ohio. 

5200-X  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  5200 

Nemours  &  Co.,  Inc.. 

Wilmington.  Del. 

5243-X  Hercules.  Inc..  5243 

Wilmington,  Del. 

5454-X  Air  Products  &  5454 

Chemicals,  Inc.. 

Allentown.  Pa. 

5454-X  Union  Carbide  Corp.,  5454 

Tarrytown.  N.Y. 

5485  X  Gardner  Cryogenics  5485 

Division,  Bethlehem. 

Pa. 

5604-X  do .  5604 

5662-X  Dow  Chemical  U.S.A..  5662 

Midland.  Mich. 

5668-X  Atlantic  Container  Line.  5668 

Elizabeth.  N.J. 

5854  X  Sea-Land  Service.  Inc..  5854 

Elizabeth,  N.J. 

5951-X  Ashland  Chemical  Co..  5951 

Columbus.  Ohio. 

5995-X  Roper  Plastic,  Inc.,  5995 

Oakbrook.  Ill. 

6113-X  American  LNG  Co..  6113 

Oakbrook,  Ill. 

6124-X  Hercules.  Inc..  6124 

Wilmington.  Del. 

6151-X  Virginia  Chemicals.  Inc.,  6151 

Portsmouth.  Va. 

61a4-X  Air  Products  &  6184 

Chemicals.  Inc., 

Allentown.  Pa. 

6205-  X  American  LNG  Co..  6205 

Oakbrook.  III. 

6258-X  Ashland  Chemical  Co..  6258 

Columbus.  Ohio. 

6258  X  Allied  Chemical  Corp.,  6258 

Morristown.  N.J. 

6258  X  J.  T.  Baker  Chemical  6258 

Co.,  Phillipsburg.  N.J. 

6464-X  New  Jersey  Natural  Gas  6464 

Co.,  Asbury  Park.  N.J. 

6464  X  American  LNG  Co..  Oak  6464 

Brook,  III. 

6614-X  Purex  Corp..  City  of  6614 

Industry.  Calif. 

6632  X  Roper  Pla.stics.  Inc.,  Oak  6632 

Brook.  Ill. 

6671  X  Hercules.  Inc.,  6671 

Wilmington.  Del. 

6688  X  Norris  Industries.  Los  6688 

Angeles.  Calif. 

6700  X  Container  Corp.  of  6700 

America,  Wilmington. 

Del. 

6731-X  U.S.  Department  of  the  6731 

Army,  Washington. 

D.C. 

6746-X  Firestone  Tire  &  6746 

Rubber  Co..  Akron. 

Ohio. 

6756-X  Stauffer  Chemical  Co..  6756 

Westport.  Conn. 

6760-X  Helena  Chemical  Co..  6760 

Memphis.  Tenn. 

6760-X  Riverside  Chemical  Co..  6760 

Memphis,  Tenn. 

6765-X  Union  Carbide  Corp..  6765 

Tarrytown,  N.Y. 

6765-X  Air  Products  &  6765 

Chemicals,  Inc.. 

Allentown,  Pa. 

6768-X  PPG  Industries.  Inc..  6768 

Pittsburgh.  Pa. 


Application  Applicant  Renewal  of 

No.  exemption 

6795'X  Airco  Industrial  Gases.  6795 

Murray  Hill.  N.J. 

6628  X  Boyle-Midway  Division.  6828  ' 

New  York.  N.Y. 

6926-X  Union  Carbide  Corp..  6926 

Bound  Brook.  N.J. 

6969-X  Kauikeolani  Children  6969 

Hospital.  Honolulu. 

Hawaii. 

6999-  X  U.S.  Department  of  the  6999 

Army.  Washington, 

DC.. 

7010-X  Dow  Chemical  U.S.A..  7010 

Midland,  Mich. 

7042-X  Walter  Kidde  &  Co..  7042 

Inc.,  Mebane.  N.C. 

7052-X  U.S.  Department  of  the  7052 

Army,  Fort 
Monmouth  N.J. 

7218-X  Structural  Composites  7218 

Industries,  Inc..  Azusa. 

Calif. 

7227-X  Air  Products  &  7227 

Chemicals,  Inc.. 

Allentown.  Pa. 

7255  X  U.S.  Department  of  the  7255 

Navy,  Washington. 

D.C.. 

7256- X  State  Industries.  Inc..  7256 

Henderson.  Nev. 

7442-X  JSR  America.  Inc..  New  7442 

York.  N.Y. 

7465-X  State  of  Alaska.  Juneau.  7465 

Alaska.  ^ 

7491-X  Process  Engineering,  7491 

Inc..  Plaistow.  N.H. 

7498-X  Allied  Chemical  Corp..  7498 

Morristown,  N.J. 

7529  X  Airesearch  7529 

Manufacturing  Co.,  of 
Arizona,  Phoenix.  Ariz. 

7542-X  U.S.  Cylinders.  Inc..  7542 

Citronelle,  Ala. 

7549-X  Stauffer  Chemical  Co..  7549 

Westport.  Conn. 

7558  X  Union  Carbide  Corp.,  7558 

Tarrytown,  N.Y. 

7559-X  Ronson  Corp..  7559 

Ogletown,  Del. 

7584  -X  Degussa  Corp.,  7584 

Frankfurt.  West 
Germany. 

7600-X  Lubbock  Manufacturing  7600 

Co.,  Lubbock.  Tex. 

7648-X  Intermountain  Aerial  7648 

Sightseeing,  Inc.,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah. 

7799-X  Chilean  Nitrate  Sales  7799 

'  Corp..  New  York.  N.Y. 

930-P  Liquid  Carbonic  Corp..  930 

Chicago.  III. 

4108-P  Central  Welding  Supply  4108 

Co.,  Inc.,  South 
Houston.  Tex. 

4108-P  Purity  Cylinder  Gases.  4108 

Inc..  Grand  Rapids, 

Mich 

6016-P  Central  Welding  Supply  6016 

Co..  Inc..  South 
Houston,  Tex. 

6464-P  New  Bedford  Gas  &  6464 

Edison  Light  Co.,  New 
Bedford,  Mass. 

6600 -P  The  Coleman  Co..  Inc.,  6600 

Wichita,  Kans. 

6616-P  Getz  Fire  Equipment  6616 

Co..  Peoria,  Ill. 

6616-P  Alarm  Control  Co..  Salt  6616 

Lake  City,  Utah. 

6616-P  Automatic  I^re  6616 

Protection  Systems 
Corp..  Bookfield,  Wis. 

6759-P  IMC  Chemical  Group.  6759 

Inc..  Allentown,  Pa. 

6810-P  Henderson,  Ltd.,  6810 

Richardson,  Tex. 

6984-P  Powder  River  6984 

Explosives,  Sheridan. 

Wyo. 

7253-P  Alpha  International  7253 

Chemical.  Inc.,  New 
York.  N.Y. 
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Application 

No. 

Applicant 

Renewal  of 
exemption 

7584-P 

Orval  Tank  Containers, 
Paris.  Prance. 

7584 

7597-P 

Drexel  Chemical  Co., 
Memphis.  Term. 

7597 

7597-P 

Heiena  Chemical  Co., 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

7597 

7597-P 

Southern  Farmers 
Association,  North 
Little  Rock,  Ark. 

7597 

7813-P 

Alpha  International 
Chemical,  Inc,,  New 
York.  N.Y. 

7813 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  applications 
for  renewal  of  exemptions  and  party 
to  an  exemption  is  published  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  section  107  of  the  Hazard¬ 
ous  Materials  Transportation  Act  (49 
CPR  U.S.C.  1806;  49  CPR  1.53(e)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Peb- 
ruary  8.  1978. 

J.  R.  Grothe, 

Chief,  Exemptions  Branch, 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4116  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-60] 

HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  REGULATIONS 
Exemptions 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  grants  and  denials 
of  applications  for  exemptions. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  the 
procedures  governing  the  application 
for,  and  the  processing  of.  exemptions 
from  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion’s  Hazardous  Materials  Regula¬ 
tions  (49  CPR  Part  107,  Subpart  B), 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  exemp¬ 
tions  granted  January  1978.  The 
modes  of  transportation  involved  are 
identified  by  a  number  in  the  “Nature 
of  Exemption  Thereof”  portion  of  the 
table  below  as  follows: 

1— Motor  vehicle,  2— Rail  freight,  3— Cargo- 
vessel.  4--Cargo-only  aircraft,  5— Passenger- 
carrying  aircraft. 

Application  numbers  prefixed  by  the 
letters  EE  represent  applications  for 
Emergency  Exemptions. 
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Renewals 


Applica-  Exemption  Applicant  Regulation(s)  Nature  of  exemption  thereof 

tion  No.  No.  affected 


1862-X. 

2901-X. 

3307-P . 
3744-P . 
3992-P . 
4600-X. 
4661-X. 
6126-X. 


6250-X. 

6253-X, 

6333 -X. 

6397-X, 
6418-P. 
6554 -P, 
6614-P. 

6629-X, 


S672-X. 

6685 -X. 
6755-X. 

6798-X. 
6e20-X. 
6913-X, 
6923-  P 
7094-X. 

7205- X. 

7234-X. 

7247-X. 

7260-X 

7260  X 
7482-X, 

7495-X 


DOT-E  1862 .  Greer  Hydraulics.  Inc..  Los  Angeles.  Calif 

DOT-E  2901  .  Ozark-Mahoning  Co..  Tulsa,  Okla . 

DOT-E  3307 . .  Gulf  Oil  Chemicals  Co..  Merriam.  Kans... 

DOT-E  3744 .  McKesson  Chemical  Co..  San  Francisco. 

Calif. 

DOT-E  3992 . .  Olin  Chemical  Group.  Stamford.  Conn  .... 

DOT-E  4600 .  Velsico  Chemical  Corp..  Chicago.  Ill . 

DOT-E  4661  .  The  Foote  Mineral  Co.,  Exton,  Pa . 

DOT-E  6126 . .  Dow  Chemical  Co..  Midland.  Mich . 


49  CFR  173.302(a>  (1).  175.3 . 

49  CFR  172.101,  175.3.  17S.30(a) 

(1). 

49  CFR  173.154.  173.182 . 

49  CFR  173.266(b)(7) . 

49  CFR  173.314 . 

49  CFR  173.315.  178.245-3(a) . 

49  CFR  173.34(e)(1) . 

49  CFR  173.253(a) . 


DOT-E  6250 .  U.S.  Department  of  Defense.  Washing-  49  CFR  Part  173:  176.83. 

ton,  D.C.;  National  Aeronautics  and  177.848. 

Space  Administration,  Washington. 


To  ship  nitrogen  in  hydraulic  accumulators 
(modes  1,  2,  3,  4). 

To  ship  a  corrosive  liquid  in  DOT  specification 
3A,  3AA.  3BN.  and  3E  seamless  steel  cylin¬ 
ders  (mode  4). 

To  become  a  party  to  exemption  3307  (see  ap¬ 
plication  3307-X)  (modes  1,  2,  3). 

To  become  a  party  to  exemption  3744  (see  ap¬ 
plication  3744  -X)  (modes  1,  2). 

To  become  a  party  to  exemption  3992  (see  ap¬ 
plication  3744-X)  (mode  2). 

To  ship  hydrogen  bromide  in  a  DOT  specifica¬ 
tion  51  type  portable  tank  (mode  1). 

To  ship  a  certain  flammable  liquid  in  4BA240 
cylinders  (modes  1,  2.  3). 

To  ship  chloracetyl  chloride  in  a  new  DOT 
spcHsification  6D  cylindrical  steel  overpack 
with  either  a  DOT-2S  polyethylene  container 
or  a  polyethylene  container  complying  with 
DOT  Specification  2SL  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions  (mode  1). 

To  ship  rocket  motors  class  A  and  B  in  partial¬ 
ly  disassembled  aircraft  with  explosives  com¬ 
ponents  (modes  1,  2). 


DOT-E  6253 .  Akzo  Zout  Chemie  Nederland.  Amster¬ 

dam,  Holland. 

DOT-E  6333 .  Allied  Chemical  Corp..  Morristown.  N.J ... 

DOT-E  6397 .  Harston  Chemical  Corp..  Brooklyn,  N.Y  .. 

DOT-E  6418 .  Shell  Oil  Co..  Houston,  Tex . 

DOT-E  6554 .  Chem  Lab  Products.  Inc.,  Anaheim. 

Calif.;  Kiefer  McNeil.  Medina.  Ohio. 

DOT-E  6614 .  Chem  Lab  Products  Inc.,  Anaheim, 

Calif.;  Hasa  Chemicals  Inc..  Saugus, 
Calif. 

DOT-E  6629 .  Fenw'al  Inc.,  Ashland.  Ma.s.s . 


DOT-E  6672 .  Chandler  Evans.  Inc..  West  Hartford. 

Conn. 

DOT-E  6685 .  U.S.  Department  of  Defense.  Washing¬ 

ton.  D.C. 

DOT-E  6755 .  Lincoln  Welding  Supply  Co..  Lincoln. 

Nebr. 

DOT-E  6798 .  Allied  Chemical  Corp..  Morristown.  N.J  ... 

DOT-E  6820 .  Georgia-Pacific  Corp..  Montebello.  Calif.. 

DOT-E  6913 .  Continental  Oil  Co..  Houston.  Tex . 

DOT-E  6923 .  El  Paso  Products  Co..  Ode.ssa,  Tex . 

DOT-E  7094 .  Jefferson  Chemical  Co..  Bellaire.  Tex.; 

Union  Carbide  Corp..  Bound  Brook. 
N.J.;  Diamond  Shamrock  Corp.,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio. 

DOT-E  7205 .  U.S.  Department  of  Defense.  Washing¬ 

ton.  D.C. 

DOT-E  7234 .  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  6c  Co..  Inc.. 

Wilmington.  Del. 

DOT-E  7247 .  Naval  Weapons  Station.  Concord.  Calif.... 

DOT-E  7260 .  Atlas  Powder  Co..  Dallas.  Tex . 

DOT-E  7280 .  The  Military  Sealift  Command.  Wash¬ 

ington,  D.C. 

DOT-E  7482 .  Monsanto  Co..  St.  Louis.  Mo . 

DOT-E  7495 .  General  American  Transportation  Corp.. 

Chicago.  Ill. 


49  CFR  Part  173 


49  CFR  173.245(aM31). 

173.263(a)(10).  173.268(bM3>. 

173.272(iH25).  178.343-l(b). 

49  CFR  173.346(a) . 

49  CFR  173.357(b) . 

49  CFR  173.154.  173.217 . 

49  CFR  173.263(aK28>. 

173.277(a)(6). 


To  ship  certain  hazardous  materials  in  non- 
DOT  specification  intermodal  portable  tanks 
(modes  1,  2,  3). 

To  ship  certain  corrosive  liquids  in  a  non-DOT 
specification  glass  lined  cargo  tank  (mode  1). 

To  ship  a  poisonous  liquid  in  DOT  specification 
34  polyethylene  container  (modes  1,  2). 

To  broome  a  party  to  exemption  6418  (see  ap¬ 
plication  No.  6418-X)  (mode  1). 

To  become  a  party  to  exemption  6554  (see  ap¬ 
plication  No.  6554-X  (modes  1,  2,  3). 

To  become  a  party  to  exemption  6614  (see  ap¬ 
plication  No.  6614-X)  (mode  1). 


49  CFR  173.304(a)(l>. 
173.305(C).  175.3. 

49  CFR  173.302(a)(4).  175.3 . 

49  CFR  173.65(a).  177.834(L) . 

49  CFR  173.315(a)(1) . 

49  CFR  173.164(a) . 

49  CFR  173.217(a) . 

49  CFR  173.315(a)(1) . 

49  CFR  172.101,  173.315(a)(1) . 

49  CFR  172.101 . 


To  ship  certain  gases  or  mixtures  of  gases  or  a 
nonhardous  material  a  non-DOT  specifka- 
tion  spherical,  steel  pressure  vessel  manufac¬ 
tured  in  compliance  with  DOT  .spr«ificallor. 
4B  with  certain  exceptions  (modes  1,  4,  5). 

To  manufacture,  mark,  and  sell  non-DOT 
specification  steel  cylinders  for  the  shipment 
of  certain  nonliquefied  compressed  gases 
(modes  1,  2.  4). 

To  ship  a  certain  class  A  explosive  in  DOT 
specification  21C  fiber  drum  (mode  1). 

To  ship  certain  nonflammable  liquefied  gases 
in  a  non-DOT  specification  truck-mountable 
cargo  tank  (mode  1). 

To  ship  chromic  acid,  solid  in  a  DOT  specifica¬ 
tion  56  portable  tank  (modes  1.  2). 

To  ship  a  certain  oxidizer  in  DOT  specification 
12A  and  12B  fiberboard  boxes  (mede  1). 

To  ship  a  certain  flammable  compressed  gas  in 
a  non-DOT  specification  cargo  tank  (mode  1). 

To  become  a  party  to  exemption  6923  (see  ap¬ 
plication  No.  6923-X)  (mode  1). 

To  stow  certain  corrosive  materials  "under 
deck"  on  board  vessel  (mode  3). 


46  CFR  146.29-99 .  To  ship  military  explosives  identified  in  Coast 

Guard  classes  I.  II-A.  II-B.  IX-A.  IX-B.  IV. 
V.  VII.  X-A.  X-B,  and  X-C  (see  46  CFR 
146.29-99)  (mode  3). 

49  CFR  172.101(7)(a) .  To  ship  corrosive  liquids  in  DOT  specification 

17E  metal  drums  (mode  3) 

46  CFR  146.29-ll(c)  (19).  Yo  authorize  the  use  of  4  by  6  inch  uprights  in 

146.29-75(b)  (2).  lieu  of  the  required  6  by  6  inch  uprights  for 

bulkheads  of  holds  or  compartments  contain¬ 
ing  explosives  (mode  3). 

49  C?'R  176.41S(c)(l) .  To  load/handle/off-load  nitro  carbo  nitrate 

packed  in  paper  bags  loaded  in  freight  con- 
tainers  at  nonisolated  facilities  (mode  3). 

49  CFR  176.905(d) .  To  ship  motor  vehicles  and  certain  aircraft 

having  fuel  tanks  not  over  full. 

49  CFR  173.245b(a)(6) .  To  ship  certain  corrosive  solid  waste  materials 

in  a  non-DOT  specification  blow-molded, 
high  molecular  weight,  removable  head  poly¬ 
ethylene  (PE)  dnim  (mode  1). 

49  CFR  173.315(a)(1) .  To  ship  chlorine  in  a  non-DOT  specification 

portable  steel  tank  (modes  1.  2.  3). 
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Renewals— Continued 


Appiloa-  Exemption  Applicant  ReKulation(s)  Nature  of  exemption  thereof 

tlon  No.  No.  affected 


7536  X. 

7578-X. 

7584-P. 

7622-X, 

7714-X 


7792-P 

7810-P 


DOT-E  7536 

DOT-E  7578 
DOT-E  7584 
DOT-E  7622 
DOT-E  7714 


DOT-E  7792 

DOT-E  7810 


U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  Washing-  46  CFR  146.29-41 .  To  allow  an  increase  in  the  maximum  allowa- 

ton,  D.C.  ble  draft  weights  for  5-  and  10-ton  rated 

booms  for  handling  military  explosives  (mode 


U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Intsel  Corp.,  New  York.  N.Y . 

E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co..  Inc., 
Wilmington.  Del. 

Buttons  International  Ltd.,  London,  Eng¬ 
land;  W.  R.  Zanes  &  Co.,  New  Orleans, 
La. 


Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  New  York.  N.Y.:  Cosden 
Oil  &  Chemical  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex.; 
American  Petrofina  Co.  of  Texas, 
Dallas.  Tex. 

Pennwalt  Corp.,  Philadelphia,  Pa . 


49  CFR  173.93(a)(  10) .  To  ship  certain  class  B  explosives  in  DOT 

specification  21C  fiber  drum  (mode  2). 

49  CFR  173.266 .  To  become  a  party  to  exemption  7584  (see  ap¬ 

plication  No.  7584-X)  (modes  1,  2,  3). 

49  CFR  173.365 .  To  ship  a  certain  poison  B,  solid  in  DOT  speci¬ 

fication  56  metal  portable  tanks  (mode  1). 

49  CFR  173.245,  173.119,  To  ship  certain  poisonous,  corrosive,  flammable 

173.125,  173.346,  173.630;  46  and  combustible  liquids  and  ORM-A  com- 
CFR  90.05-35.  modities  in  a  non-DOT  specification  portable 

tank  built  in  accordance  with  section  VIII  of 
the  ASME  Code  (modes  1.  2,  3). 

49  CFR  174.25(c).  173.29(f)(2),  To  become  a  party  to  exemption  7792  (see  ap- 


Paragraph  (1).  Appendix  B  to  plication  No.  7792-N)  (mooe  2). 

Part  107. 

49  CFTl  173.314(c) .  To  become  a  party  to  exemption  7810  (see  ap¬ 

plication  No.  7810-N)  (mode  3). 


New  Exemptions 


Application  No.  Exemption  No.  Applicant  Regulation(s)  affected  Nature  of  exemption  thereof 


7538-N .  DOT-E  7538 .  Southern  Chemical  Products  Co..  Macon,  49  CFR  Part  173,  Subpart  F;  To  manufacture,  mark,  and  sell  non-DOT 

Ca.  178.19.  specification  reusable,  rotationally  molded 

polyethylene  container  for  the  shipment  of 
corrosive  liquids  (modes  1,  2.  3). 

7765-N .  DOT-E  7765 .  Carleton  Controls  Corp.,  East  Aurora,  49  CPU  173.302(a)(4),  175.3 .  To  ship  nitrogen  in  non-DOT  specification 

N.Y.  steel  cylinders  (modes  1.  2.  4). 

7822-N .  DOT-E  7822 .  Air  Products  and  Chemicals.  Inc.,  Allen-  49  CFR  172.101, 173.315(a) .  49  CFR  172.101, 173.315(a) 

town.  Pa. 

To  ship  a  nonflammable  gas  in  a  nen-DOT 
specification  portable  tank  designed  and  con¬ 
structed  in  accordance  with  sections  VIII  and 
IX  of  the  ASME  Code  (modes  1,  3). 

7834-N .  DOT-E  7834 .  Magnaflux  Corp.,  Chicago,  Ill .  49  CFR  173.306(b)(4) .  To  ship  sulfur  hexafiuoride.  nonflammable  gas 

in  X-ray  machines  overpacked  in  wooden  or 
fiberboard  containers  (modes  1,  2,  3,  4,  5). 

7849-N .  DOT-E  7849 .  Ryan  Industries,  Inc.,  Louisville,  Ky .  49  CFTl  173.315(a) .  To  manufacture,  mark,  and  sell  non-DOT 

specification  cargo  tanks  for  the  shipment  of 
nonflammable  gases  (mode  1). 

7862-N .  DOT-E  7862 .  General  Electric  Co.,  Milwaukee,  Wis .  49  CFR  173.302,  175.3 .  To  ship  a  nonflammable  gas  in  a  non-DOT 

specification  detector  or  scanner  as-sembly 
(modes  1,  4.  5). 

7868-N .  DOT-E  7868 .  Virginia  Chemicals,  Inc.,  Port.smouth,  49  CFR  I73.119(m)(10) .  To  ship  certain  flammable  liquids  in  a  DOT 

Va..  spsciheation  MC  303  cargo  tank  (mode  1). 

7872-N .  DOT-E  7872 .  Magna  Corp.,  Houston,  Tex .  49  CFR  173.122ia)(6) .  To  ship  a  certain  flammable  liquid  in  insulated 

DOT  specification  31  portable  tanks  (modes 
1.  3). 

7876-N .  DOT-E  7876 .  Allied  Chemical  Corp.,  Morristown.  N.J...  49  CPU  173.299(a) .  To  ship  certain  corrosive  materials  described  as 

etching  acid,  liquid  (modes  1,  2.  3,  4). 

7881-N .  DOT-E  7881 .  FMC  Corp.,  Philadelphia,  Pa .  49  CFR  172.101,  Column  7  (a)....  To  authorize  stowage  of  sodium  sulfide, 

shipped  as  a  corrosive  solid,  under  deck 
(mode  3). 

7883-N .  DOT-E  7883 .  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co..  Inc.,  49  CPTl  173.31(c) .  To  except  .specification  105A300-W  tank  cars 

Wilmington.  Del.  used  in  metallic  sodium  service  from  the  hy- 

dro.itatic  reicst  requirement. 

7904-N .  DOT-E  7904 .  Tavco,  Inc.,  Chatsworth,  Calif .  49  CPU  IT?. 302(a)  (4),  175.3 .  To  manufacture,  mark,  and  sell  non-DOT 

specification  steel  cylinders  for  the  shipment 
of  certain  nonliquefied  compre.ssed  gases 
(modes  1,  2,  4). 


Emergency  Exemption 


Application  No.  Exemption  No.  Applicant  Regulation(s)  affected  Nature  of  exemption  thereof 


EE79b2-N.........  DOT-E  7902 .  Apache  Powder  Co.,  Benson.  Ariz.;  Atlas  49  CFR  Part  107,  Appendix  B;  To  ship  certain  class  C  explosives  in  motor  ve- 

Powder  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex.;  Austin  172.504,  172.506.  hides  placarded  “Dangerous”  instead  of 

Powder  Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio;  E.  I.  du  "Flammable”  (mode  1). 

Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co..  Inc.,  Wilming¬ 
ton,  Del.;  Eiisign-Bickford  Co..  Sims¬ 
bury,  Conn.;  Goex,  Inc.,  Cleburne, 

Tex.;  Hercules  Inc.,  Wilmington,  Del.; 

Ireco  Chemicals,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah; 

Sierra  Chemical  Co.,  Reno,  Nev.;  IME 
Chemical  Group,  Allentown,  Pa. 
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Denials 

2650-P— Request  by  Wltco  Chemical  Corp.. 
Richmond.  Calif.,  to  become  a  party  to 
Exemption  2650  for  the  shipment  of  or¬ 
ganic  peroxide  in  a  DOT  Specification  6D 
or  37M  cylindrical  steel  overpack,  denied 
January  6,  1978.  (Docket  HM-139  obviates 
the  need.) 

6687-X— Request  by  PPG  Industries.  Inc.. 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  to  ship  Hi-Plow  Prist  by 
passenger-carrying  aircraft,  denied  Janu¬ 
ary  18,  1978  as  being  unnece.ssary. 

6687-X— Request  by  Gates  Lear  jet,  Wichita, 
Kans.  to  ship  Hi-Plow  Prist  by  passenger¬ 
carrying  aircraft,  denied  January  18.  1978 
as  being  unnecessary. 

7076-P— Request  by  Bausch  &  Lomb,  Roch¬ 
ester,  N.Y..  to  become  a  party  to  Exemp¬ 
tion  7076  for  the  shipment  of  certain  cor¬ 
rosive  liquids  and  flammable  liquids  in 
non-DOT  polypropylene  containers  over¬ 
packed  in  fiberboard  boxes,  denied  Janu¬ 
ary  11.  1978. 

2708-X.  4399-X.  5643-X.  6349-X.  5485-X, 
7274-X— Appeal  by  Union  Carbide  Corp., 
New  York,  N.Y.,  for  coiLsideration  of  hold¬ 
ing  time  requirement  and  related  provi¬ 
sions,  denied,  in  part.  January  5.  1978. 

7867-N— Request  by  A.  O.  Smith-Inland, 
Inc.,  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  to  transport  a  two- 
compartment  plastic  bag  containing  sulfu¬ 
ric  acid  absorbed  in  a  solid  material  in  one 
compartment  and  calcium  oxide  in  the 
other  compartment,  denied  January  19, 
1978  as  being  unnecessary. 

Withdrawals 

7056-X— Request  by  Virginia  chemicals, 
Inc.,  Portsmouth.  Va..  to  ship  sodium  hy¬ 
drosulfite  in  DOT  37A  steel  drums,  with- 
draam  January  26.  1978.  (Docket  HM-139 
obviates  the  need). 

7875-N— Request  by  Pord  Motor  Co.,  Dear¬ 
born,  Mich.,  to  ship  air  bags  employing  an 
explosive  device  in  DOT-12H.  23P  or  23H 
fiberboard  boxes  or  non-DOT  wooden  or 
metal  boxes  without  labels,  placards  or 
following  shipping  paper  requirements, 
withdraam  January  26.  1978. 

J,  R.  Grothe, 

Chief.  Exemptions  Branch, 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Operations. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4412  Piled  2-15-78:  8:45  ami 

[4910-59] 

Notional  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[Docket  No.  IP77-20;  Notice  11 

GENERAL  MOTORS  CORP. 

Petition  for  Exemption  From  Notice  and 
Remedy  for  Inconsequential  Noncompliance 

General  Motors  Corp.  of  Warren, 
Mich.,  has  petitioned  to  be  exempted 


from  the  notification  and  remedy  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  National  Traffic 
and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  1381  et  seq.)  for  an  apparent 
noncompliance  with  49  CFR  571.106, 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No. 
106,  Brake  Hoses.  The  basis  of  the  pe¬ 
tition  is  that  the  noncompliance  is  in¬ 
consequential  as  it  relates  to  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  safety. 

GM  has  developed  a  hydraulic  park¬ 
ing  break  system  (“Hy-Park”)  for  use 
in  future  model  years  on  hydraulic- 
braked  trucks.  It  installed  Hy-Park  on 
10  medium  duty  trucks  manufactured 
between  November  1976  and  May 
1977,  with  the  agreement  of  purchas¬ 
ers,  in  order  to  evaluate  the  new 
system  under  actual  operating  condi¬ 
tions.  The  system  design  requires 
hoses  of  large  diameter  with  low  oper¬ 
ating  pressures  (100  psi).  The  hoses 
are  therefore  similar  to  air  brake 
hoses.  Because  of  these  factors  the 
hoses  according  to  GM  do  not  comply 
with  the  following  portions  of  Stan¬ 
dard  No.  106-74:  S5.2,  Labeling,  S5.3.2. 
Expansion  and  Burst,  S5.3.3.  Re¬ 
sistance,  S5.3.5.  Water  Absorption  and 
Burst,  S5.3.7,  Water  Absorption  and 
Whip  Resistance,  and  S5.3.8,  Low 
Temperature  Resistance.  GM  argues 
that  these  noncompliances  are  incon¬ 
sequential  because  motor  vehicle 
safety  does  not  demand  that  hoses 
used  in  low  pressure  applications  meet 
the  same  specifications  as  hose  used  in 
high  pressure  applications.  Further, 
“since  air  brake  hose  is  not  required  to 
meet  whip  test  requirements  we  see  no 
good  reason  why  the  Hy-Park  hose 
should  be  required  to  meet  these  re¬ 
quirements.”  Because  of  the  large 
hose  diameter,  GM  considers  the  la¬ 
beling  failures  unimportant  since  the 
hose  will  not  be  inserted  in  other  hy¬ 
draulic  brake  systems.  Hy-Park  itself 
is  said  to  provide  advantages  over  the 
conventional  (propeller  shaft)  parking 
brake  system  that  GM  outlines  and 
discusses  in  some  detail,  chief  of  which 
is  elimination  of  movement  or  “chuck¬ 
ing”  of  the  wheels  when  the  brake  is 
applied. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  is 
published  under  section  157  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1417)  and  does 
not  represent  any  agency  decision  or 
other  exercise  of  judgment  concerning 
the  merits  of  the  petition.  ’ 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and  argu- 
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ments  on  the  petition  of  General 
Motors  Corp.  described  above.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  the  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  to:  Docket 
Section,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration.  Room  5108, 
400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590.  It  is  requested  but  not  re¬ 
quired  that  five  copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the 
close  of  business  on  the  comment  clos¬ 
ing  date  indicated  below  will  be  consid¬ 
ered.  The  application  and  supporting 
materials,  and  all  comments  received 
after  the  closing  date  will  also  be  filed 
and  will  be  considered  to  the  extent 
possible.  When  the  petition  is  granted 
or  denied,  notice  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  pursuant  to  the 
authority  indicated  below. 

Comment  closing  date:  April  3,  1978. 

(Sec.  102,  Pub.  L.  93-492,  88  Stat.  1470  (15 
U.S.C.  1417);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.50  and  49  CFR  501.8.) 

Issued  on:  February  7,  1978. 

James  E.  Hofferberth, 
Acting  Associate  Administrator 
for  R  ulemaking. 

(PR  Doc.  78-4253  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-59] 

(Docket  No.  EX  78-1;  Notice  1] 

VINTAGE  REPRODUCTIONS,  INC. 

PctHion  for  Tetrporory  Exemption  From  Federal 

Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standards 

Vintage  Reproductions,  Inc.  of  Fort 
Lauderdale,  Fla.,  has  applied  for  tem¬ 
porary  exemption  for  its  1900  Series 
Horseless  Carriages  from  certain 
safety  standards  on  grounds  of  sub¬ 
stantial  economic  hardship. 

Vintage  has  manufactured  630  vehi¬ 
cles  between  the  inception  of  the  com¬ 
pany  in  May  1972  and  November  1977. 
It  intends  to  manufacture  no  more 
than  an  additional  432  units  before 
terminating  production,  and  therefore 
does  not  intend  to  achieve  confor¬ 
mance  with  standards  from  which  it  is 
exempted. 

The  company  had  contemplated 
that  it  could  produce  the  432  vehicles 
under  its  original  exemptions  from 
NHTSA  (Docket  No.  EX  74-6,  Notice 
2;  40  FR  3798)  but  in  fact  it  was 
unable  to  do  so.  All  exemptions  re¬ 
quested  are  for  the  statutory  maxi¬ 
mum  of  3  years.  The  petitioner  pro¬ 
duces  replicas  of  1900-style  passenger 
cars  and  trucks  under  the  model  name 
“Gadabout”. 

The  company  requests  exemption 
from  every  safety  standard  applicable 
to  passenger  cars  or  trucks  except  Nos. 
107,  108,  111,  112,  113,  118,  204,  206, 
211,  and  214.  The  basic  reason  behind 
the  request  is  that  most  safety  stan¬ 
dards  are  not  reasonable,  practicable, 
or  appropriate  for  the  configuration  of 


1900-style  vehicles.  For  example,  con¬ 
trols.  displays,  and  transmission  se¬ 
quence  differ.  The  open-air  character 
of  the  vehicles  eliminates  conformance 
with  door  strength  requirements  and 
obviates  the  need  for  defrosting  and 
defogging  systems.  The  likelihood  that 
it  will  be  driven  in  inclement  condi¬ 
tions  is  small.  The  vehicle  does  not 
have  a  hydraulic  brake  system,  and 
the  tires  and  rims  are  outside  the  di¬ 
mensions  specified  in  the  Federal  stan¬ 
dards.  The  company  feels  that  compli¬ 
ance  with  such  passenger  protection 
standards  as  202,  208,  209  and  210 
would  destroy  the  character  and  hence 
the  sales  appeal  of  the  vehicle. 

In  support  of  its  petition  the  compa¬ 
ny  argues  that  it  is  not  likely  that  its 
replica  vehicles  will  present  a  signifi¬ 
cant  hazard  to  traffic  safety.  It  be¬ 
lieves  the  overall  concept  is  such  that 
the  vehicles’  appeal  primarily  is  for  oc¬ 
casional,  limited  use  (e.g.,  auto  shows, 
resort  use)  rather  than  extensive  daily 
use  on  the  public  roads.  While  the  ex¬ 
emption  is  in  effect.  Vintage  Repro¬ 
ductions  will  continue  to  develop  a  re¬ 
lated  product  to  produce  in  the  motor 
vehicle  field,  the  Gamma  Cycle  car. 
The  company  has  20  full-time  employ¬ 
ees  and  the  effect  of  a  denial  would,  it 
believes,  cause  a  loss  of  over  $150,000 
in  the  year  following  such  denial.  The 
company  had  a  net  profit  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $50,000  in  the  36  month  period 
ending  September  30,  1977. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition 
for  a  temporary  exemption  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  accordance  with  the  NHTSA 
regulations  on  this  subject  (49  CFR 
555.7),  and  does  not  represent  any 
agency  decision  or  other  exercise  of 
judgment  concerning  the  merits  of  the 
petition. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  comments  on  the  petition  of 
Vintage  Reproductions,  Inc.  described 
above.  Comments  should  refer  to  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  to: 
Docket  Section,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration.  Room 
5103,  400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20590.  It  is  requested  but 
not  required  that  five  copies  be  sub¬ 
mitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the 
close  of  business  on  the  comment  clos¬ 
ing  date  indicated  below  will  be  consid¬ 
ered.  The  application  and  supporting 
materials,  and  all  comments  received, 
are  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  both  before  and  after  the  clos¬ 
ing  date.  Comments  received  after  the 
closing  date  will  also  be  filed  and  will 
be  considered  to  the  extent  possible. 
Notice  of  final  action  on  the  petition 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  pursuant  to  the  authority  indi¬ 
cated  below. 

Comment  closing  date:  March  20, 
1978. 

(Sec.  3,  Pub.  L.  92-548,  86  Stat.  1159  (15 
U.S.C.  1410);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.51  and  49  CFR  501.8). 


Issued  on:  February  7,  1978. 

James  E.  Hofferberth, 
Acting  Associate  Administrator 
for  Rulemaking. 
(FR  Doc.  78-4254  Filed  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[6820-32] 

ARMS  CONTROL  AND 
DISARMAMENT  AGENCY 

GENERAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  section  10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App. 
I  (the  Act)  and  paragraph  8b  of  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  Circular 
No.  A-63  (Revised  March  27,  1974  (the 
OMB  Circular),  that  a  meeting  of  the 
General  Advisory  Committee  (GAC)  is 
scheduled  to  be  held  on  March  9.  1978 
from  8  a.m.  to  6  p.m.  and  on  March  10, 
1978  from  8:30  a.m.  to  6  p.m.  at  2201  C 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  in 
Room  7516. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  for 
the  GAC  to  receive  briefings  and  hold 
discussions  concerning  arms  control 
and  related  issues  which  will  involve 
national  security  matters  classified  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order 
11652  dated  March  10,  1972. 

The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  in  accordance  with  the  determi¬ 
nation  of  even  date  made  by  the 
Acting  Director  of  the  Arms  Control 
and  Disarmament  Agency  pursuant  to 
section  10(d)  of  the  Act  and  paragraph 
8d(2)  of  the  OMB  Circular  that  the 
meeting  will  be  concerned  with  mat¬ 
ters  of  the  type  described  in  5  U.S.C. 
552(b)(1).  This  determination  was 
made  pursuant  to  a  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  from  the  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  dated  June  25,  1973 
issued  under  the  authority  of  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11769  dated  February  21, 
1974. 

Dated:  February  10,  1978. 

Sidney  D.  Anderson, 
Advisory  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer,  Arms  Control 
and  Disarmament  Agency. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4214  Filed  2-15-78:  8;45  am] 


[7035-01] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Notice  No.  590] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

February  13,1978. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  post¬ 
ponement,  cancellation,  or  oral  argu¬ 
ment  appear  below  and  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  only  once.  This  list  contains 
prospective  assignments  only  and  does 
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not  include  cases  previously  assigned 
hearing  dates.  The  hearings  will  be  on 
the  issues  as  presently  reflected  in  the 
Official  Docket  of  the  Commission.  An 
attempt  will  be  made  to  publish  no¬ 
tices  of  cancellation  of  hearings  as 
promptly  as  possible,  but  interested 
parties  should  take  appropriate  steps 
to  ins’ire  that  they  are  notified  of  can¬ 
cellation  or  postponements  of  hearings 
in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  43867,  Sub  36,  A.  L-eander  McAlister 
Trucking  Co.;  MC  113855  Sub  382,  Inter¬ 
national  Transport,  Inc.,  now  assigned 
March  10,  1978  at  San  ^ancisco,  Calif., 
will  be  held  in  Room  15022,  15th  Floor, 
Federal  Building,  450  Golden  Gate 
Avenue 

MC  71652,  Sub  11,  Byrne  Trucking,  Inc., 
now  assigned  March  20,  1978  at  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.,  will  be  held  in  Room  510.  211 
Main  Street. 

MC  730,  Sub  405,  Pacific  Intermountain  Ex¬ 
press  Co.,  Inc.,  now  assigned  March  15, 
1978  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  will  be  held 
in  Room  1730,  17th  Floor,  211  Main 
Street. 

MC  113678,  Sub  663,  Curtis.  Inc.,  now  as¬ 
signed  March  13.  1978  at  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  will  be  held  in  Room  112,  555  Bat¬ 
tery  Street. 

MC  113341,  Abbey  Transportation  System, 
Inc.,  now'  assigned  March  7,  1978  at 
Fresno,  Calif.,  will  be  held  in  Room  4304, 
Federal  Building,  1 130  “O”  Street. 

MC  143632,  Jones.  Bus  Co..  Inc.,  now  as¬ 
signed  March  6,  1978,  at  Norfolk,  Va.  will 
be  held  in  Ccurt  Room  2,  3rd  Floor,  U.S. 
Courthouse.  60  Granby  Street. 

MC  48017,  (Sub  No.  9),  Camel  Trucking, 
Inc  now  assigned  March  22,  1978,  at 
Bcs'on.  Mass,  w  ll  be  held  In  Room  501, 
Fifth  Floor,  15C  Causeway  Street 
MC-C-9887,  Robert  L.  Allen  d.b.a.  R.  Allen 
Transport  v.  Jay  Brian  Transport  Corp., 
et  aC,  now  assigned  Ma^^ch  30.  1978,  at 
Boston  Mass.,  will  be  held  in  Room  501. 
Fifth  Floor,  150  Causeway  Street. 

MC  143129,  B.  J.  T.  Transport,  Inc.,  now  as- 
Figned  for  March  14.  1978,  at  Providence. 
R.I.,  will  be  held  in  Rooro  234,  John  O. 
Pastore  Federal  Buiiding  and  Post  Office. 
37  Exchange  Towers. 

MC-C-97I.4,  Carolina  Coach  Co..  Inc.  v. 
Hopkins  Motor  Coach,  Inc.  and  MC  48315 
(Sub  No.  7),  Hopkins  Motor  Coach.  Inc., 
now  being  a.s3igr.cd  for  continued  hearing 
on  F  ebruary  16,  1978,  at  the  Offices  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Comn»ission.  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 

MC  61592,  Sub  405.  Jenkins  Truck  Line, 
Inc.,  new  assumed  March  13,  1973  at  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  will:  be  held  in  Room  3406,  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Service  Hearing  Room, 
700  West  Capitol  Avenue. 

AB  43  Sub  37,  Illinois  Central  Gulf  Raiiroad 
Co.  Abandonment  near  Dyersburg,  Tenn., 
and  Hickman,  Kentucky,  in  Dyer  and 
Lake  Counties,  Tenn.,  and  Pulton  county, 
Ky.,  now  assigned  March  8,  1978  at  Dycr.s- 
burg,  Tenn.,  will  held  at  the  Dyersburg 
Electric  Co..  211  East  Court  Street. 

MC  114552  Sue  135,  Serin  Trucking  Co., 
Inc.,  now  assigned  March  14,  1978  at  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  will  be  held  in  Room  3406,  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Service  Hearing  Room, 
700  West  Capitol. 

MC  140612.  Sub  26,  Robert  F.  Kazimour, 
now  assigned  March  15,  1978  at  Little 
Rock.  Ark.,  will  be  held  in  Room  3406,  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Service  Hearing  Room, 
70C  West  Capitol. 


MC  141138,  Sub  6,  Steve  Schranz  Trucking. 
Inc.,  now  assigned  March  16,  1978  at  Little 
Rock.  Ark.,  will  be  held  In  Room  3406,  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Service  Hearing  Room. 
700  West  Capitol. 

MC  4966,  (Sub-No.  21),  Jones  Transfer  Co., 
now  assigned  March  6,  1978,  at  Lansing, 
Mich,  is  canceled  and  tranferred  to  Modi¬ 
fied  Procedure. 

MC  12C981,  Sub  22,  Bestway  Express.  Inb. 
now  assigned  February  27.  1978  at  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  Is  cancelled. 

MC-F  12895,  Central  Transport,  Inc.— Pur¬ 
chase  (Portion)— i\ssociated  Transport. 
Inc..  MC-F  12909,  Duff  Truck  Line,  Inc.— 
Purchase  (Portion)— Associated  Trans¬ 
port,  Inc.,  Thomas  J.  Cahiil,  Trustee  in 
Bankruptcy,  MC  14314  Sub  24.  Duff 
Truck  Line,  Inc.,  MC-P  12912,  United 
Trucking  Service.  Inc.— Purchase  (Por¬ 
tion)— Associated  Transport.  Inc..  Thomas 
J.  Cahill.  Trustee  in  Bankruptcy  and  MC 
70151  Sub  50.  United  Trucking  Service, 
Inc.  now  being  assigned  February  27,  1978 
for  continued  prehearing  conference  at 
the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C. 

MCP-13219,  Dodds  Truck  Line,  Inc.— Pur¬ 
chase— Bennett  Truck  Line,  Inc.,  MC-P- 
133C5,  Freightways  Express,  Inc.  v.  Dodds 
Truck  Line  Inc.,  et  al.  and  MC  79434,  Ben¬ 
nett  Truck  Line,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
for  continued  hearing  on  March  9,  1978  (2 
days),  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  Room  1944C,  Ever¬ 
ett  McKinley  Dirksen  Building,  219  South 
Dearborn  Street. 

MC  720  Sub  39.  Bird  Trucking  Co.,  Inc.  is 
now  assigned  for  bearing  March  13.  1978 
(1  day)  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  will  be  heard 
in  Room  1944C,  ENerett  McKinley  Dirk¬ 
sen  Building,  219  South  Dearborn  Street. 

MC  67450  Sub  62,  Peterlin  Cartage  Co.,  Inc., 
is  now  assigned  for  hearing  March  14. 
1978  (1  day)  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  will  be 
held  in  Room  1944C.  Everett  McKinley 
Dirksen  Building,  219  South  Dearborn 
Stroet 

MC  115353  Sub  28.  Louis  J.  Kennedy  Co.,  is 
now  assigned  for  hearing  March  15.  1978 
(1  da.v)  at  Chicago.  111.,  and  will  be  held  in 
Room  1944C.  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen 
Building,  219  South  Dearborn  Street. 

MC  1C7J12  Sub  252,  North  American  Van 
lines,  Inc.,  is  now  assigned  for  hearing 
March  16.  1978  (1  day)  at  Chicago.  Ill., 
and  'jvill  be  held  in  Room  1944C,  Everett 
McKinley  Dirksen  Building,  219  South 
Dearborn  Street. 

MC  124947  Sub  72,  Machinery  Tansports, 
Inc.,  is  now  assigned  for  hearing  March 
17,  1978  (1  day)  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  will 
be  held  in  Rccm  1944C.  Everett  McKinley 
Diiksen  Building,  219  South  Dearborn 
Street. 

MC  129387  (Sub-No.  36),  Payne  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  new  assigned  March  1,  1978,  at 
Washington,  D.C.  is  canceled  and  applica¬ 
tion  dismissed. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.  78-4318  Piled  2-15-78;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS  FOR  RELIEF 

February  13,  1978. 
These  applications  for  long-and- 
short-haul  or  aggregate-of-interme- 
diates  relief  have  been  filed  with  the 
ICC. 


Protests  are  due  at  the  ICC  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice. 

Long-and-Short-Haul 

FSA  No.  43503,  Trans-Continental 
Freight  Bureau,  Agent’s  No.  521,  rates 
on  iron  or  steel  articles,  from  Minne- 
qua,  Colo.,  to  stations  in  Arizona.  Cali¬ 
fornia,  and  New  Mexico,  to  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  its  tariff  1-Z.  ICC  1948. 
Grounds  for  relief— motor  carrier  com¬ 
petition. 

FSA  No.  43505,  The  North  Europe- 
United  States  Pacific  Coast  Freight 
Conference’s  No.  101,  for  Vaasa  Line 
OY  and  interested  rail  carriers,  inter- 
modal  rates  on  gen'eral  commodities, 
betv.-een  ports  in  Europe  and  rail  ter¬ 
minals  on  the  U.S.  Pacific  Coast. 
Grounds  for  relief— water  competition. 

Aggreg.4te-of-Intermei>iates 

FSA  No.  43504,  Trans-Continental 
Freight  Bureau,  Agent’s  No.  522,  rates 
on  iron  or  steel  articles,  from  Minne- 
qua,  Colo.,  to  stations  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  and  New  Mexico,  to  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  its  tariff  l-Z,  ICC  1943. 
Grounds  for  relief— maintenance  of 
depressed  rates  published  to  meet 
motor  carrier  competition  without  use 
of  such  rates  as  factors  in  constructing 
combination  rates. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G,  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4316  Piled  2-15-78,  8.45  ami 


[7035  01] 

[Notice  No.  2951 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

The  following  publications  include 
motor  carrier,  water  carrier,  broker, 
and  freight  forwarder  transfer  applica¬ 
tions  filed  under  sections  212<b), 
206(a),  211,  312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Each  application  (except  as  other¬ 
wise  specifically  noted)  contains  a 
statement  by  applicants  that  there 
w'ill  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion. 

Protests  against  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication,  which  may  include  a  request 
for  oral  liearing,  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  or  before  March 
20,  1978.  Failure  seasonably  to  file  a 
protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the 
proceeding.  A  protest  must  be  served 
upon  applicants’  representative(s),  or 
applicants  (if  no  such  representative  is 
named),  and  the  pretestant  must  certi¬ 
fy  that  such  service  has  been  made. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  the 
signed  original  and  six  copies  of  the 


FEDERAI  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  33— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  16,  1978 


NOTICES 


6867 


protest  shall  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission.  All  protests  must  specify  with 
particularity  the  factual  basis,  and  the 
section  of  the  Act.  or  the  applicable 
rule  governing  the  proposed  transfer 
which  Protestant  believes  would  pre¬ 
clude  approval  of  the  application.  If 
the  protest  contains  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  the  request  shall  be  support¬ 
ed  by  an  explanation  as  to  why  the 
evidence  sought  to  be  presented 
cannot  reasonably  be  submitted 
through  the  use  of  affidavits. 

The  operating  rights  set  forth  below 
are  in  synopses  form,  but  are  deemed 
sufficient  to  place  interested  persons 
on  notice  of  the  proposed  transfer. 

No.  MC  PC-77298,  filed  October  6. 

1977.  Transferee:  H.  O.  SMESTAD 
CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  2904, 
Great  Falls,  Mont.  59403.  Transferor: 
MIDWEST  TRUCKING.  INC.,  1955 
Old  Hardin  Road,  Billings.  Mont. 
59101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  R.  Crotty,  Jr.,  400  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building.  Great  Falls, 
Mont.  59401.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  set  forth  in  Certificate  No. 
MC  128053  (Sub.-Nos.  2,  and  4)  issued 
April  14,  1969  and  January  10,  1972  re¬ 
spectively,  as  follows:  Beer  from  St. 
Paul.  Minn.,  and  Milwaukee  and  La 
Crosse,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Montana. 
Transferee  presently  operates  as  a  car¬ 
rier  under  Certificate  No.  MC  142649 
and  Subs  thereafter.  Section  210a(b) 
temporary  authority  is  not  sought. 

No.  MC-PC-77493  filed  January  18. 

1978.  Transferee:  GOLLOTT  &.  SONS 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  468,  Biloxi,  MS.  Transferor: 
GRAY  VAN  LINES.  INC.,  615  SW.  9th 
Street.  Oklahoma  City,  OK.  Appli¬ 
cants’  representative:  Robert  J.  Gal¬ 
lagher,  Esq.,  1000  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW..  Suite  1200,  Washington.  D.C.. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  purchase 
by  transferee  of  the  operating  rights 
of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Certifi¬ 
cate  Nos.  MC  33093,  and  MC  33093 
(Sub-No.  4),  issued  May  21.  1971,  and 
March  30,  1972,  respectively  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission  between  points  in 
Atoka,  Choctaw,  Haskell,  LeFlore, 
Latimer,  McCurtain,  McIntosh,  Pitts¬ 
burg,  and  Pushmataha  Counties.  OK, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AK.  IL.  KS.  MO.  and  TX;  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Columbia  County,  AK, 
on  the  one  hand  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  LA  and  TX:  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission  and 
store  and  office  fixtures,  uncrated,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  AK,  and  OK;  machin¬ 
ery,  tools,  and  mine  supplies,  between 
points  in  AK,  and  OK,  within  75  miles 
of  Fort  Smith  AK,  including  Fort 
Smith;  and  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  new 
Orleans,  LA  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Memphis,  TN,  and  points  in 


AL,  AK,  GA,  MS,  and  that  part  of  FL 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  90;  and 
all  of  the  operating  rights  set  forth  in 
MC  33093  (Sub-Nos.)  E-1,  2.  3.  4.  5,  6. 
7,  8.  9,  11.  12.  13.  14.  15.  16,  17,  18,  20, 
21.  22.  23,  24.  25,  26,-27,  28,  29,  30.  31, 
32.  33.  34.  35.  36.  37,  published  July  17, 
1975,  July  17.  1975,  July  17,  1975,  May 
15.  1975,  May  15.  1975,  May  15.  1975, 
July  2.  1975,,  May  15.  1975,,  July  17, 
1975,  May  21.  1975,  July  2.  1975,  May 
19.  1975,  June  4.  1975,  June  2.  1975, 
May  19.  1975,  May  19,  1975,  May  19, 
1975,  June  13.  1975,  May  20.  1975,  May 
19.  1975,  May  19,  1975,  May  19.  1975, 

May  19.  1975,  May  19,  1975,  May  19, 

1975,  May  19.  1975,  May  20.  1975,  May 

19,  1975,  May  20,  1975,  June  4.  1975, 

May  19,  1975,  June  4.  1975,  May  19. 

1975,  May  19.  1975,  June  2,  1975,  re¬ 

spectively;  transferee  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er  under  Certificate  No.  MC  120472 
and  Subs  thereafter.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-FC-77499  filed  January  6. 
1978.  Transferee:  MICHAEL  RICH¬ 
ARD  MAGNANO,  1224  Highland  Ter¬ 
race,  Glean,  NY  14760.  Transferor: 
BILL  DOODY  BUS  TOURS-TRAVEL 
HOUSE.  INC.,  d.b.a.  Bill  Doody  Bus 
Tours,  Hotel  Statler  Hilton  Lobby, 
Buffalo,  NY  14202.  Applicants’  repre¬ 
sentative:  Gregory  B.  Fraser,  Esq., 
Bankers  Truck  Building,  Jamestown, 
NY  14701.  Authority  sought  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  transferee  of  the  brokers’  li¬ 
cense  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Li¬ 
cense  No.  MC  12872,  issued  September 

20,  1976,  as  follows:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  in  round-trip,  all-expense 
tours,  beginning  and  ending  at  Buffa¬ 
lo,  NY,  and  extending  to  points  in  the 
United  States  including  Alaska  and 
Hawaii.  Transferor  is  authorized  to 
engage  in  the  above-specified  oper¬ 
ations  as  a  broker  at  Buffalo,  NY. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  author¬ 
ity  from  this  Commission.  Application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b). 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-4317  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

(Finance  Docket  No.  28643] 

NORFOLK  t  WESTERN  RAILWAY  CO. 
Petition  for  Clarification 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION:  Petition  for  clarification 
and/or  waiver  of  ICC  Railroad  Con¬ 
solidation  Procedures. 

SUMMARY:  Petition  for  clarification 
of  the  term  “coordination  project’’ 


and/or  waiver  of  certain  time  period 
requirements  for  required  exhibits. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

G.  Marvin  Bober,  Assistant  Deputy 
Director,  Section  of  Finance,  Room 
5417,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20423,  202- 
275-7564. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION: 
N.  .&  W.  filed  a  petition  requesting 
that  its  proposed  acquisition  of  track 
that  the  D.T.  &  I.  proposed  to  aban¬ 
don,  be  termed  a  “coordination  pro¬ 
ject’’  subject  only  to  the  filing  require¬ 
ments  of  a  Class  III  transaction  under 
the  I*rocedures,  and,  due  to  the  early 
year  filing  of  the  application,  that  the 
required  exhibits  cover  data  only 
through  1976  as  the  most  recent  avail¬ 
able  calendar  year  data.  Both  requests 
were  granted.  Coordination  project 
was  defined  as  a  minor  transaction,  in¬ 
volving  a  coordination  of  excess  rail 
facilities,  which  resulted  in  an  increase 
in  the  efficiency  of  rail  operations 
without  significantly  changing  the 
competitive  situation. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 
(FR  Doc.  78-4315  Filed  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

(Ex  Parte  No.  MC-71  (Sub-No.  1)] 

OWNER-OPERATOR  COST  AND  IMPACT  ON 
THE  RATE  STRUCTURE 

Petition  of  the  Regular  Common  Corner  Con¬ 
ference,  Inc.,  for  the  Institution  of  Rulemok- 
ing  Proceedings 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  a  request  for  inves¬ 
tigation. 

SUMMARY:  Public  comment  is  invit¬ 
ed  upon  the  request  by  regular  route 
common  carriers  for  an  investigation 
into  the  cost  of  independent  truckers 
(owner-operators),  the  impact  of  infla¬ 
tion,  and  the  relation  of  those  costs  to 
the  existing  rate  structures. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mrs.  Janice  M.  Rosenak,  Deputy  Di¬ 
rector,  or  Mr.  Harvey  Gobetz,  Assis¬ 
tant  Deputy  Director,  Section  of 
Rates,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20423, 
telephone  202-275-7693. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  motor  carrier  members  of  the 
Regular  Common  Carrier  Conference, 
Inc.  (petitioner)  regularly  and  exten¬ 
sively  utilize  the  independent  truckers 
in  providing  services  to  the  general 
public.  Petitioner  has  requested  that 
the  Commission  institute  an  investiga¬ 
tion  to  determine  (1)  the  cost  to  the 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  33— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  16,  1978 


6868 


NOTICES 


independent  trucker  of  performing  op¬ 
erations  for  certificated  motor  carriers 
(2)  the  impact  of  inflation  on  those 
costs  and.  (3)  the  relation  of  those 
costs  to  the  existing  rate  structures. 
Copies  of  the  petition  may  be  obtained 
from  petitioner  by  writing  to: 

Mr.  Keith  G.  O’Brien.  Regular 

Common  Carrier  Conference  Inc., 

1616  P  Street  NW.,  Washington, 

D.C. 20036. 

In  response  to  the  petition  and  to 
our  announced  intention  of  conduct¬ 
ing  a  study  of  the  independent  trucker 
segment  of  the  motor  carrier  industry, 
“with  a  view  to  determining,  ultimate¬ 
ly.  how  these  operators  can  become 
stable,  financially  healthy,  and  effi¬ 
cient  contributors  to  the  national 
transportation  system’’,*  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  considering  the  institution  of  a 
proceeding  relating  to  owner-operator 
costs. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to  com¬ 
ment  upon  (1)  the  appropriateness  of 
instituting  an  investigation  pertaining 
to  owner-operator  costs  (2)  matters  to 
be  considered  if  such  a  formal  investi¬ 
gation  were  to  be  instituted  and  (3) 
what  specific  relief  the  Conunission 
could  grant  if  it  is  determined  that  in¬ 
dependent  truckers  costs  approach  or 
exceed  the  revenue  derived  for  per¬ 
forming  transportation  services  on 
behalf  of  certificated  common  carriers. 

In  addition  it  would  be  helpful  if 
parties  in  their  comments  indicated 
the  evidence  they  would  be  prepared 
to  introduce  in  a  formal  investigation. 

Comments  should  be  addressed  to 
Acting  Secretary  Homme,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Washington, 
D.C.  20423.  The  comments,  an  original 
and  6,  if  possible,  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  March  1,  1978  and  should  refer 
to  Docket  No.  Ex  Parte  No.  71  (Sub- 
No.  1). 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr. 

Acting  Secreta  ry. 

[PR  Doc.  78-4327  Piled  2-15-78:  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 

[Volume  No.  56] 

Motor  Carrier,  Water  Carrier,  and  Freight  For* 
warder  Operating  Rights  Application 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  78-2821,  appearing  at 
page  4501  in  the  issue  of  Thursday, 
February  2.  1978,  on  page  4512,  in  the 
thirteenth  line  of  the  last  paragraph 
in  column  three  the  word  “work” 
should  read,  “word.” 


‘The  Independent  Trucker;  a  preliminary 
report  on  the  owner-operator.  Bureau  of 
Economics,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion.  November  1977. 


[1505-01] 

[Volume  No.  57] 

PETITIONS,  APPLICATIONS,  FINANCE  MATTERS 
(INCLUDING  TEMPORARY  AUTHORITIES), 
RAILROAD  ABANDONMENTS,  ALTERNATE 
ROUTE  DEVIATIONS,  AND  INTRASTATE  AP¬ 
PLICATIONS 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  78-2822,  appearing  at 
page  4515  in  the  issue  of  Thursday, 
February  2,  1978,  on  page  4528,  the 
last  motor  carrier  number  in  column 
two  reading  “14371”,  should  read, 
“143791.” 


[7035-01] 

[Volume  No.  60] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  WATER  CARRIER  AND 

FREIGHT  FORWARDER  OPERATING  RIGHTS 

APPLICATIONS 

February  8,  1978. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  1100.247).  These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to 
the  granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  notice  of  filing 
of  the  application  is  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Failure  to  season¬ 
ably  to  file  a  protest  will  be  construed 
as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  proceeding.  A  protest 
under  these  rules  should  comply  with 
section  247(e)(3)  of  the  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  grounds  upon  which  it 
is  made,  contain  a  detailed  statement 
of  Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  (including  a  copy  of  the  specific 
portions  of  its  authority  which  protes- 
tant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with 
that  sought  in  the  application,  and  de¬ 
scribing  in  detail  the  method— wheth¬ 
er  by  joinder,  interline,  or  other 
means— by  which  protestant  would  use 
such  authority  to  provide  all  or  part  of 
the  service  proposed),  and  shall  speci¬ 
fy  with  particularly  the  facts,  matters, 
and  things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not 
include  issues  or  allegations  phrased 
generally.  Protest  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  rules  may  be  rejected.  The  original 
and  one  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Commission,  and  a  copy 
shall  be  served  concurrently  upon  ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative,  or  applicant  if 
not  representative  is  named.  If  the 
protest  includes  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  such  requests  shall  meet  the 
requirements  of  section  247(e)(4)  of 
the  special  rules,  and  shall  include  the 
certification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not 
intend  timely  to  prosecute  its  applica¬ 
tion  shall  promptly  request  dismissal 


thereof,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute 
an  application  under  procedures  or¬ 
dered  by  the  Commission  will  result  in 
dismissal  of  the  application. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served 
on  each  party  of  record.  Broadening 
amendments  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 
amendments  will  not  be  entertained 
following  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  a  notice  that  the  proceed¬ 
ing  has  been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  340  (Sub-No.  44).  filed  De¬ 
cember  16,  1977.  Applicant: 

QUERNER  TRUCK  LINES.  INC., 
1131-33  Austin  Street,  San  Antonio. 
Tex.  78208.  Applicant’s  representative: 
M.  Ward  Bailey,  2412  Continental  Life 
Building.  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Frozen  food¬ 
stuffs,  from  the  plantsite  of  Kitchens 
of  Sara  Lee.  Inc.  in  New  Hampton. 
Iowa  to  Dallas,  Tex. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago. 
III.  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  730  (Sub-No.  412),  filed  De¬ 
cember  19.  1977.  Applicant:  PACIFIC 
INTERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  958,  Oakland, 
Calif.  94604.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  A.  G.  Krebs,  1417  Clay  Street, 
P.O.  Box  958,  Oakland.  Calif.  94604. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  comodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment):  Between  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highways  62  and  19  and  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highways  62  and  20.  at  or  near 
Big  Tree,  N.Y.,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  authorized  regu¬ 
lar  route  operations,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  with  service  at  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highways  6  and  62,  junction 
New  York  Highways  17  and  60.  and 
the  termini  for  joinder  purposes  only: 
From  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highways 
62  and  19  over  U.S.  Highway  62  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  60, 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  60  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  17, 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  17  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  62,  and  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  62  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  20,  at  or  near  Big  Tree,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington.  D.C..  or 
San  Francisco.  Calif. 
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No.  MC  59241  (Sub-No.  5).  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  JOHN 
GIBBONS.  INC.,  650  Eddystone 
Avenue.  Eddystone.  Pa.  19013.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Maxwell  A. 
Howell,  1100  Investment  Building. 
1511  K  Street.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  (1)  cleaning  products.  (2)  nu¬ 
tritional  foods.  and  (3)  related  articles, 
materials,  supplies  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture,  distribution, 
or  sale  of  the  commodities  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above  (except  in  bulk),  between  the 
plantsite  of  Drackett  Products  Compa¬ 
ny  at  or  near  East  Stroudsburg,  Pa., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
Connecticut.  Massachusetts  and 
Rhode  Island. 


No.  MC  4405  (Sub-No.  568),  filed  De¬ 
cember  16.  1977.  Applicant:  DEALERS 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  a  corporation,  522 
South  Boston  Avenue,  Enterprise 
Building,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74103.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Alan  Foss,  502 
First  National  Bank  Building.  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Asphalt  making  equipment, 
trailer  mounted,  in  initial  movements, 
in  truckaway  service;  (2)  equipment, 
parts  and  materials  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  used  in  connection  with 
the  equipment  in  (1)  above,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Yanke  Machinery.  Boise, 
Idaho,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boise.  Idaho. 

No.  MC  5470  (Sub-No.  136),  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  TAJON, 
INC.,  R.D.  5.  Mercer.  Pa.  16137.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Brian  L. 
Troiano,  918  16th  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Aluminum  billets, 

blooms,  ingots,  pigs,  and  slabs,  in 
dump  vehicles,  from  Massena,  N.Y.  to 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  9291  (Sub-No.  3).  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1977.  Applicant:  CARR(5l 
BALL,  312  East  Market  (Box  53).  Cen¬ 
terville,  Kans.  66014.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Clyde  N.  Christey,  514 
Capitol  Federal  Building.  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicles,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  from  the 
plantsite  and/or  storage  facilities  of 
Brown-Strauss  Corp.,  a  division  of 
Azcon,  located  at  or  near  Kansas  City. 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Colorado  east  of 
the  Continental  Divide. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City.  Mo. 

No.  MC  20992  (Sub-No.  43).  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  DOT- 
SETH  TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  Knapp. 
Wis.  54749.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vcehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Irrigation  systems 
and  pipe,  and  parts  and  accessories, 
for  irrigation  systems,  from  Elk  Point, 
S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  east  of  North  Dakota.  South 
Dakota.  Nebraska.  Colorado,  and  New 
Mexico;  and  (2)  materials,  parts  and 
supplies,  used  in  the  manufacture,  as¬ 


sembly  and  distribution  of  irrigation 
systems  and  pipe,  from  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east -of  North 
Dakota.  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Colorado,  and  New  Mexico,  and  from 
points  in  Washington  to  Elk  Point,  S. 
Dak. 

Note.-  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces-sary. 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha. 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  36422  (Sub-No.  9).  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  MER¬ 
CHANTS  CONTRACT  DELIVERIES. 
INC.,  1212  East  19th  Street.  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64108.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Leonard  Rose,  1011  Commerce 
Bank  Building,  922  Walnut,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  64106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Drugs,  toilet  preparations, 
premiums,  pharmaceuticals,  hospital 
and  druggist  supplies,  sundries,  and 
related  products  between  the  offices 
and  warehouses  of  McPike,  Inc.,  locat¬ 
ed  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.  or  its  commer¬ 
cial  zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Nebraska  and  Iowa, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  McPike,  Inc.  located  in 
Kansas  City.  Mo. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  44735  (Sub-No.  34).  filed  De¬ 
cember  21,  1977.  Applicant:  KISSICK 
TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  7101  East  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64126.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  B. 
Barker,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Roofing,  building  and  insulating 
materials,  from  the  plantsite  of  Cer- 
tainTeed  Corp.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  Indiana  and  Kentucky. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  59150  (Sub-No.  Ill),  filed 
December  20,  1977.  Applicant:  PLOOF 
TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  1414  Lindrose 
Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32206.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Martin  Sack,  Jr., 
1754  Gulf  Life  Tower,  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  32207.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic,  plastic  articles,  plastic 
pipe,  tubing,  fittings,  connections  and 
materials,  supplies  and  accessories 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  installa¬ 
tion  thereof  (except  in  bulk  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles),  between  the  facilities  utilized 
by  Robintech,  Inc,,  located  at  or  near 
West  Palm  Beach.  Fla.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash- 
in^on,  D.C. 


Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  either 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 
Common  control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  66886  (Sub-No.  60).  filed  De¬ 
cember  19.  1977.  Applicant:  BELGER 
CARTAGE  SERVICE.  INC.,  2100 
Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City.  Mo. 
64108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Frank  W.  Taylor,  Jr..  Suite  600,  1221 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64105.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  In¬ 
sulation  board,  from  the  facilities  uti¬ 
lized  by  Johns-Manville  Sales  Corp.  at 
or  near  Natchez,  Miss.,  to  points  in 
Texas,  Oklahoma  and  Arkansas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  New 
Orleans.  La. 

No.  MC  66886  (Sub-No.  62).  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  BELGER 
CARTAGE  SERVICE.  INC.,  2100 
Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64108.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Frank  W.  Taylor.  Jr..  Suite  600,  1221 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64105.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic  pipe  and  hydrants,  valves,  fit¬ 
tings,  couplings  and  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  there¬ 
of,  from  the  facilities  of  Clow  Corp.  at 
or  near  Buckhannon,  W.  Va.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa.  Kansas. 
Kentucky,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Texas  and  Wisconsin. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 


No.  MC  68860  (Sub-No.  29).  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  RUSSELL 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  444  Glenmore 
Drive,  Salem,  Va.  24153.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Liniel  G,  Gregory.  Jr.. 
444  Glenmore  Drive,  Salem,  Va.  24153. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
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Iron  and  steel  articles,  viz:  galvanized 
sheets,  coils,  roofing  and  roofing  acces¬ 
sories  (1)  from  Dover.  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Virginia  on  and  West  of  Interstate 
Highway  81;  (2)  from  Dover,  Ohio  to 
Lynchburg,  Richmond.  Danville  and 
Norfolk.  Va.  and  points  in  Tennessee 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  25W,  and  points 
in  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Pennsylvania.  Maryland,  District  of 
Columbia.  Delaware  and  New  Jersey. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Roa¬ 
noke,  Va.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  72465  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  DANIELS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  91 
Mechanic  Street.  Lebanon.  N.H.  03766. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Frederick 
T.  O’Sullivan,  P.O.  Box  2184,  Peabody, 
Mass.  01960.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail,  and  chain  stores  and 
food  business  houses,  and  in  connec¬ 
tion  therewith,  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  in  conduct  of  such 
business  (except  conunodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  between  the  plant- 
sites  and  facilities  of  First  National 
Stores,  Inc.,  located  between  Somer¬ 
ville.  Mass.,  Windsor  Locks.  Conn.,  and 
Lebanon.  N.H.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  and  Vermont. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Concord, 
N.H.,  or  Montpelier.  Vt. 

No.  MC  82492  (Sub-No.  173)  filed 
December  20,  1977.  Applicant:  MICHI¬ 
GAN  &  NEBRASKA  TRANSIT  CO.. 
INC.,  2109  Olmstead  Road,  P.O.  Box 
2853,  Kalamazoo.  Mich.  49003.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  C. 
Harris  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Lawn  and  Garden  Care  Spreaders, 
from  Vermilion.  Ohio,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois.  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota.  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  85530  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  BLALOCK 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  734, 
Charleston,  S.C.  29402.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wilmer  B.  Hill,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building.  666  11th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (A) 
General  commodities  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  class  A  and  B  explosives 
and  other  dangerous  commodities,  and 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  (1)  between  points  in 


Charleston  County,  S.C.,  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Charleston  County, 
S.C.,  on  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  South  Carolina;  (B)  General 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  explosives)  between  points 
in  Charleston  County,  S.C.;  and  (C) 
Asphalt,  in  drums,  furniture  (including 
stadium  furniture  or  wood  and  steel 
bleachers),  household  goods,  pulpwood 
by-products,  and  service  station  equip¬ 
ment,  from  points  in  Charleston 
County,  S.C.,  to  points  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  application  is 
to  convert  Certificate  of  Registration  No. 
MC  85530  (Sub-No.  2),  served  Augxist  31. 
1967,  to  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  Applicant  is  concurrently 
filing  an  application  for  operating  rights  be¬ 
tween  points  in  more  than  one  state.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  that  it  be  held  at  Columbia,  S.C. 

No.  MC  85530  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  BLALOCK 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  734, 
Charleston.  S.C.  29402.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wilmer  B.  Hill,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building.  666  11th 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Paper  and  film,  from  points  in  Tran¬ 
sylvania  and  Henderson  Counties. 
N.C.,  to  Charleston.  S.C.,  restricted  to 
traffic  having  an  immediately  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  water. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbia, 

S. C.,  or  Charlotte.  N.C. 

No.  MC  103926  (Sub-No.  64)  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  November  2,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  December  22,  1977,  and  republished 
as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  W. 

T.  MAYFIELD  SONS  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  947,  Mabelton, 
Ga.  30059.  Applicant’s  representative: 
K.  Edward  Wolcott,  P.O.  Box  872,  At¬ 
lanta.  Ga.  30301.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans- 
port.ing:  Crushed  or  ground  slate,  in 
bags  (except  in  bulk),  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Georgia  Lightweight  Aggregate 
Co.,  located  at  Polk  County,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida.  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana.  Missi^ip- 
pi.  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  South  Ciaro- 
lina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
to  indicate  the  addition  of  Virginia  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  as  destination  points. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  918),  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant: 

MORGAN  DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  28651 

U. S.  20  West,  Elkhart.  Ind.  46514.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Paul  D. 
Borghesani,  28651  U.S.  20  West,  Elk¬ 


hart,  Ind.  46514.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Lumber,  veneer,  plywood,  in¬ 
cluding  particleboard  and  paneling, 
from  the  facilities  of  Vanply,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Many.  La.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  the  states 
of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Ne¬ 
braska.  Kansas.  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Baton 
Rouge,  La. 

No.  MC  106194  (Sub-No.  32).  filed 
December  20,  1977.  Applicant:  HORN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  3008  East 
4th  Street,  Pueblo,  Colo.  81001.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  W.  High¬ 
tower,  136  Wynnewood  Professional 
Building,  Dallas,  Tex.  75224.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel 
articles,  from  Grapeland,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  and 
Oklahoma. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  (I)  Houston, 
Tex.;  or  (2)  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  1053),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  MAT- 
LACK,  INC.,  10  West  Baltimore 
Avenue,  Lansdowne,  Pa.  19050.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Martin  C. 
Hynes.  Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common-carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  liquid  latex,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Allyn’s  Point, 
Conn.,  to  points  in  Maine.  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  and  Vermont. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1122),  filed 
December  12,  1977.  Applicant:  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  CO., 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  308,  Forest 
Park,  Ga.  30050.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative  Alan  E.  Serby,  3379  Peachtree 
Road,  NE.,  Suite  375,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  (1)  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  vehicle  body  sealer  and 
sound  dcadener  compound  (except  in 
bulk)  and  filters,  from  points  in 
Marion  County  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Al¬ 
abama.  Arkansas,  Colorado.  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois.  Indiana.  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi.  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  North  Caroli¬ 
na,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Texas, 
and  Wisconsin,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  points  in  Marion 
County,  Term.;  (2)  materials,  supplies 
and  equipment  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  sale  and  distribution  of  the  com¬ 
modities  named  in  part  I  above 
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(except  in  bulk),  from  points  in  Ohio, 
West  Virginia.  Pennsylvania,  Alabama. 
Georgia,  Virginia,  and  Kentucky  to 
Marion  County,  Tenn.,  restricted  to 
traffic  destined  to  points  in  Marion 
County,  Tenn.;  and  (3)  petroleum  and 
petroleum  products,  vehicle  body 
sealer  and  sound  deadener  compound 
(except  in  bulk)  and  filters,  from 
points  in  Ohio.  New  York.  Rhode 
Island,  Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia,  to 
points  in  Marion  County,  Tenn.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  destined  to  Marion 
County,  Tenn. 

Note.— Dual  operations  and  common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
to  be  necessary,  applicant  requests  that  it 
be  held  at  Washington,  p.C. 

No.  MC  108341  (Sub-No.  77),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  MOSS 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  3027  N.  Tryon 
Street.  P.O.  Box  8409,  Charlotte.  N.C. 
28208.  Applicant's  representative: 
Morton  E.  Kiel,  suite  6193,  5  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048. 
Authority  .sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Buildings,  building  panels,  and  build¬ 
ing  parts,  and  (2)  materials,  accesso¬ 
ries,  and  supplies  used  in  the  con¬ 
struction,  installation,  and  erection  of 
the  commodities  set  out  in  (1)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  facilities  of  Pascoe  Steel  Corp.  at 
or  near  Columbus,  Ga..  to  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  Michi¬ 
gan.  Ohio.  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Mis¬ 
sissippi.  and  Louisiana. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nece.s3ary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  108393  (Sub-No.  132),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant; 

SIGNAL  DELIVERY  SERVICE,  INC., 
201  E.  Ogden  Avenue,  Hinsdale.  Ill. 
60521.  Applicant’s  representative:  J.  A. 
Kundtz,  1100  National  City  Bank 
Building,  Cleveland.  Ohio  44114.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting;  Electrical  and 
gas  appliances,  parts  of  electrical  and 
gas  appliances  and  equipment,  materi¬ 
als  and  S7(pplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  distribution  and  repair  of  electri¬ 
cal  and  gas  appliances  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles).  (1) 
between  Livonia.  Mich,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Hancock,  Seneca.  Franklin,  Mercer. 
Darke,  Auglaize.  Shelby,  Miami.  Clark, 
Champaign.  Logan,  Hardin,  Wyandot. 
Crawford,  Richland,  Ashland,  Wayne. 
Holmes,  Knox,  Morrow,  Marion, 
Union.  Delaware.  Licking.  Muskingum, 
Guernsey,  Madison.  Pickaw'ay,  Fair- 
field,  Perry,  Morgan.  Noble.  Athens. 
Hocking,  Ross,  Vinton,  Pike,  Jackson, 
Preble,  Montgomery,  Greene,  Fayette, 
Butler,  Warren,  Clinton,  Highland, 
Clermont,  Brown,  and  Hamilton  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ohio;  and  (2)  between  Livonia, 


Mich.,  and  Dayton,  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Franklin,  Ripley,  Dearborn,  Jefferson. 
Ohio,  and  Switzerland  Counties,  Ind.; 
and  Boone,  Gallatin,  Kenton,  Camp¬ 
bell,  Brant,  Pendleton,  Bracken,  and 
Mason  Counties,  Ky„  under  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  Whirl¬ 
pool  Corp. 

Note.— Common  control  and  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  that  it 
be  held  in  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  108676  (Sub-No.  116),  filed 
December  9,  1977.  Applicant:  A.  J. 
METLER  HAULING  «Sc  RIGGING, 
INC.,  117  Chicamauga  Avenue,  Knox¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37917.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Louis  J.  Amato.  P.O.  Box  E, 
Bowling  Green,  Ky.  42101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tran-sporting:  Self-propelled  ar¬ 
ticles,  each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or 
more,  and  related  machinery,  tools, 
parts,  and  supplies,  moving  in  connec¬ 
tion  therewith.  F'rom  the  plant.site  and 
storage  facilities  of  PMC  Corp.  Crane 
and  Excavator  Division  located  at  Lex¬ 
ington.  Ky.  to  points  in  Maryland. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Louisville. 
Ky..  or  Nashville.  Tenn. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  382),  filed 
December  16,  1977.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE 'MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a 
corporation.  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant's  representative:  A. 
N.  Jacobs,  (saniC  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  a.s  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  tran.sporting’ 
Particleboard,  plywood,  m.illwork, 
lumoer  and  millwork,  lumber  and 
lumber  products,  from  Holly  Hill  and 
Walterbcro,  S  C.,  to  point.s  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maryland. 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania.  Tennessee.  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  cither 
Charleston,  S.C.  or  Atlanta.  Ga. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  383),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOIOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  113.  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative: 

N.  Jacobs,  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Building  materials,  plywood  and  wall 
panels,  from  Davie  County.  N.C.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C.  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1220),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant; 


CHEMICAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES. 
INC.,  520  East  Lancaster  Avenue. 
Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien, 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  resins, 
dry,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Delaw'are  City,  Del.  to  Anderson,  S.C. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necess.ary. 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  iji  New 
York.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1221),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant: 

CHEMICAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES. 
INC.,  520  East  Lancaster  Avenue, 
Dowingtovm,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Thomas  J.  O’Brien 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Phthalic  anhy¬ 
dride,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  international  boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada 
located  at  or  near  Rooseveltown,  N.Y. 
to  points  in  New  Jersey,  New  Y  ork  and 
Massachusetts,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  Cornwall,  Ontario. 
Canada. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  110988  (Sub-No.  354),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Apolicant: 

SCHNEIDER  TANK  LINES,  INC., 
4321  W.  College  Avenue,  Appleton. 
Wis.  54911,  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  C.  Schneider  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Chemicals,  chemical  coatings,  and 
resins  (other  than  petroleum),  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles.  (1)  from  Garland. 
Tex.  to  points  in  Alabama,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia.  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Ma.s.-'achusetts,  Michigan,  Minne.sota, 
Missouri,  Nebrr4Ska,  New  Jersey,  New' 
York.  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  (Oklaho¬ 
ma,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin;  and  (2) 
from  points  in  Kentucky.  Tennessee, 
and  West  Virginia  to  Garland,  Tex. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  111. 

No.  MC  111274  (Sub-No.  29),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant: 

SCHMIDGALL  TRANSFER  INC., 
P.O.  Box  356,  Morton.  Ill.  61550.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  repre.sentative:  Frederick  C. 
Schmidgall,  P.O.  Box  356,  Morton,  Ill. 
61550.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Grain  elevator  machinery  and  grain 
elevator  machinery  components 
(except  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles)  from 
the  facilities  of  Hunter  Manufactur- 
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ing,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Mackinaw, 
Ill.  to  the  ports  of  entry  on  the  U.S.- 
Canadian  boundary  located  in  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Idaho,  Washington,  New  York 
and  Wisconsin,  for  furtherence  into 
British  Columbia,  Quebec,  Alberta, 
Manitoba,  Saskatchewan,  and  Ontario, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Hunter  Manufacturing, 
Inc.  of  Mackinaw,  Ill. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Springfield 
or  Chicago,  111.  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  111302  (Sub-No.  114),  filed 
December  21,  1977,  Applicant:  HIGH¬ 
WAY  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10470,  ICnoxville,  Tenn.  37919.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  David  A.  Peter¬ 
sen,  P.O.  Box  10470,  Knoxville,  Tenn. 
37919.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Dry  sodium  sulphate,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Lowland,  Tenn.  to 
points  in  Georgia,  Kentucky,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina  and  Virginia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  111720  (Sub-No.  15),  filed 
December  23.  1977.  Applicant:  WIL¬ 
LIAMS  TRUCK  SERVICE.  INC.,  1812 
K  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  40,  Sioux  Palls,  S. 
Dak.  57101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Scott  E.  Daniel,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carri¬ 
er  Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  plantsites  and/or 
warehouse  facilities  utilized  by  Iowa 
Beef  processors,  Inc.,  located  at  or 
near  Denison  and  Port  Dodge,  Iowa; 
Luverne,  Minn.;  Dakota  City  and  West 
Point,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  -  District  of  Columbia. 
Maine,  Maryland.  Massachusetts.  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc, 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  112617  (Sub-No.  381),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant: 

LIQUID  TRANSPORTERS,  INC., 
1292  Pern  Valley  Road,  P.O.  Box 
21395,  Louisville,  Ky.  40221.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Leonard  A.  Jas- 
kiewicz,  1730  M  Street.  NW..  Suite  501, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  DRY  PERTILIZ- 


ERS,  in  bulk,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Agrico  Chemical  Co.  at  Melbourne, 
Ky.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Virginia  and 
West  Virginia. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  113651  (Sub-No.  249),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  INDI¬ 
ANA  REPRIGERATOR  LINES.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  552,  Muncie,  Ind.  47305.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  George  E. 
Batty,  P.O.  Box  552,  Muncie,  Ind. 
47305.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Meat,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products  as  described  in  sections  A,  B 
and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  Report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  MCC  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Estherville  and  Humboldt,  Iowa  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Indi¬ 
ana.  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Mississippi,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island. 
Virginia,  Vermont,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Restriction; 
Restricted  to  shipments  originating  at 
the  plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
John  Morrell  &  Co.  at  the  above 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  113651  (Sub-No.  250),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant;  INDI¬ 
ANA  REPRIGERATOR  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  552,  Mimcie,  Ind,  47305.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  George  E, 
Batty,  P.O.  Box  552,  Muncie,  Ind. 
47305.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meat,  meat  products  and  meat  by¬ 
products  as  described  in  sections  A,  B 
and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  Report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  MCC  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Sioux  Palls,  S.  Dak.  to  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island.  Vermont, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Restric¬ 
tion;  Restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  John  Morrell  &  Co.  located  at  or 
near  Sioux  Palls,  S.  Dak.  and  destined 
to  the  named  destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  316),  filed 
December  12,  1977.  Applicant:  CRST, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68.  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 


52406.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kenneth  L.  Core  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cable,  telephone  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  between  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  Western  Elec¬ 
tric  Co.  at  or  near  Omaha,  Nebr.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  Ohio  and  Martinsburg,  W. 
Va.  Restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
or  destined  to  the  plantsite  or  storage 
facilities  utilized  by  Western  Electric 
Co.  at  or  near  Omaha,  Nebr. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  application  is 
to  substitute  single-line  service  for  existing 
joint-line  service.  Common  control  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  321),  filed 
December  9,  1977.  Applicant:  CRST, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kenneth  L.  Core  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Canned  foodstuffs,  from  Grundy 
Center,  Iowa  to  points  in  the  lower 
peninsula  of  Michigan.  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  Grundy  Center, 
Iowa  and  destined  to  the  named  area. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  401),  filed 
December  19.  1977.  Applicant;  POOLE 
TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  P.O.  Drav/er  500, 
Evergreen,  Ala.  36401.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  E.  Tate,  P.O. 
Drawer  500,  Evergreen,  Ala.  36401.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Plastic,  plas¬ 
tic  articles,  plastic  pipe,  tubing,  fit¬ 
tings,  connections  and  materials,  sup¬ 
plies  and  accessories  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture  and  installation  thereof,  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  utilized  by  Robin- 
tech  Inc.  at  or  near  Riviera  Beach 
(West  Palm  Beach),  Fla.  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  115826  (Sub-No.  282),  filed 
December  20,  1977.  .\pplicant:  W.  J. 
DIGBY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5088  Terminal 
Annex,  1960  31st  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80217.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Howard  Gore,  P.O.  Box  5088  Terminal 
Annex,  1960  31st  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80217.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meat,  and  meat  products  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk);  from  Searcy.  Ark.  to 
Denver,  Colo. 
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Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  584),  filed 
December  12,  1977.  Applicant;  COLO¬ 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION.  INC.  9041  Executive 
Park  Drive,  Suite  110,  Building  100, 
Knoxville,  Tenn.  37919.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 
805  McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666 
nth  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Foodstuffs,  from  the  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities  of  Carolina  Frozen 
Foods.  Inc.,  a  Division  of  Silver  Mill 
Frozen  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Inman 
and  Greenville,  S.C„  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  Chicago,  Ill.  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  589),  filed 
December  20,  1977.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  Suite  110,  9041 
Executive  Park  Drive,  Knoxville, 
Tenn.  37919.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLach¬ 
len  Bank  Building,  666  11th  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs, 
from  Cameron,  Hidalgo  and  Bexar 
Counties,  Tex.  to  points  in  California, 
Arizona,  Colorado,  Montana,  New 
Mexico,  Utah,  Nevada,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Montana,  Iowa,  Oklahoma. 
Arkansas,  Tennessee,  Wisconsin,  Min¬ 
nesota.  North  Dakota.  South  Dakota, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Illinois,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Ohio,  Oregon,  Washington, 
Idaho,  Michigan,  Wyoming.  Georgia, 
Alabama.  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Indiana,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  McAllen  or  San 
Antonio,  Tex. 

No.  MC  115904  (Sub-No.  91).  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant; 

GROVER  TRUCKING  CO..  1710 
West  Braodway,  Idaho  Palls.  Idaho 
83401.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Timothy  R.  Stivers,  P.O.  Box  162, 
Boise,  Idaho  83701.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Gypsum  wallboard,  from 
Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  to  points  in 
California.  Nevada,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Utah,  and  Minnesota. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Boise, 
Idaho. 

No.  MC  116133  (Sub-No.  15).  filed 
December  12,  1977.  Applicant:  POL¬ 


LARD  DELIVERY  SERVICE.  INC., 
Washington  National  Airport.  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C,  20001.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Peter  A.  Greene,  Caldwell  & 
Greene,  900  17th  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities. 
(except  articles  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  commodities  which 
because  of  their  size  and  weight  re¬ 
quire  special  equipment),  between 
Philadelphia  International  Airport, 
Philadelphia.  Pa.,  Newark  Internation¬ 
al  Airport.  Newark,  N.J.,  and  John  F. 
Kennedy  International  Airport,  Ja¬ 
maica,  N.Y,,  restricted  to  traffic 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  air. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  116710  (Sub-No.  30).  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant:  MIS¬ 
SISSIPPI  CHEMICAL  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  2001  East  Texas  Street,  P.O.  Box 
6176,  Bossier  City,  La.  71010.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Joe  T.  Lanham, 
1102  Perry-Brooks  Building,  Austin, 
Tex.  78701.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Molten  polypropylene,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Crowley  Chemical  Co.,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Crowley,  La.  to  Dalton,  Ga.,  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio,  Menasha,  Wis.,  and  Valdos¬ 
ta,  Ga.,  under  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Crowley  Chemical  Co., 
Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Shreve¬ 
port  or  New  Orleans,  La.,  or  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  117589  (Sub-No.  47),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  PROVI- 
SIONERS  FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC,, 
3801  Seventh  Avenue  South,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98108.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Michael  D.  Duppenthaler,  607 
Third  Avenue.  515  Lyon  Building.  Se¬ 
attle,  Wash.  98104.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Frozen  fruits,  frozen 
vegetables  and  frozen  berries,  (2) 
frozen  potato  products  and  juice,  and 
(3)  commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which  would  be  otherwise  exempt 
from  regulation  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  203(b)(6)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  when  transport¬ 
ed  in  mixed  loads  with  commodities 
listed  in  (1)  and  (2)  above.  (1)  above, 
from  Kennewick  and  Grandview, 
Wash.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  (2)  and 
(3)  above,  from  points  in  Washington 
and  Oregon  to  points  in  Colorado. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle. 
Wash. 

No.  MC  117686  (Sub-No.  191),  filed 
November  •  23,  1977.  Applicant: 


HIRSCHBACH  MOTOR  LINES.  INC., 
500  South  Lewis  Boulevard,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa  51102.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  George  L.  Hirschbach,  P.O.  Box 
417,  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Bananas,  From 
Charleston,  S.C.  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri. 
North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  Or¬ 
leans.  La.,  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  117940  (Sub-No.  247),  filed 
December  16,  1977.  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONWIDE  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  104,  Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Allan  L. 
Timmerman,  5300  Highway  12,  P.O, 
Box  104,  Maple  Plain.  Minn.  55359. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  points  in  Wisconsin  to  Spring- 
field,  Mo.,  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  named  origins  and  destined 
to  the  plant  sites  and  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  of  Kraft.  Inc.  at  named  destina¬ 
tion. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago. 
Ill. 

No.  MC  117940  (Sub-No.  248),  filed 
December  16,  1977,  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONWIDE  CARRIERS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  104,  Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Allan  L. 
Timmerman,  5300  Highway  12,  P.O. 
Box  104,  Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  points  in  Wisconsin  to  the  plant 
site  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Kraft, 
Inc.  at  or  near  Decatur,  Ga.  Restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  named  origins 
and  destined  to  named  destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  117940  (Sub-No.  250),  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONWIDE  CARRIERS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  104,  Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Allan  L. 
Timmerman,  5300  Highway  12,  P.O. 
Box  104,  Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wearing  apparel  and  wearing  apparel 
accessories,  and  such  commodities  as 
are  used  in  the  operations  of  retail  de¬ 
partment  stores,  from  Alsip,  Ill.,  to 
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Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Minn.  Re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  K  Mart  Apparel  Corp.  at 
named  origin  and  destined  to  named 
destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  166),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  M. 
BRUENGER  &  CO.,  INC.,  6250  North 
Broadway,  Wichita,  Kans.  67219.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Brad  T. 
Murphree,  814  Century  Plaza  Build¬ 
ing,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
rentes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  byproducts,  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat-packing  plants  and  food¬ 
stuffs  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk);  (1)  from  the  plantsite  of  Geo. 
A.  Hcrmel  &  Co.  at  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  California:  and  (2)  from 
the  plantsite  of  Geo.  A.  Hormel  &  Co. 
at  Austin,  Minn,  to  points  in  Califor¬ 
nia.  Restricted  to  products  originating 
at  the  named  origins  and  destined  to 
the  named  points. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wichita, 
Kans.,  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  118811  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  LAW¬ 
RENCE  MCKENZIE  d.b.a.  McKENZIE 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  Route  5,  Box 
111,  Winchester,  Ky.  40391.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Willis,  708  McClure  Building,  Frank¬ 
fort,  Ky.  40601.  Authority  sought  to 
eperate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Scrap  metal,  in  dump  vehi'* 
cl8s,  (1)  between  points  in  Gallia  and 
Jackson  Counties,  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  plantsites 
of  Kentucky  Electric  Steel  Co.,  located 
at  or  near  Ashland,  Ky.,  and  Mans- 
tach  Metal  Co.  located  at  or  near  Ash¬ 
land,  Ky.;  (2)  from  Ironton,  Ohio,  to 
the  plantsite  of  Kentucky  Electric 
Steel  Co.,  located  at  or  near  Ashland, 
Ky. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necescary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Lexing¬ 
ton,  Ky.;  Frarikfort,  Ky.;  or  LouisvJle,  Ky. 

No.  MC  118989  (Sub-No.  172),  filed 
December  21,  1977.  Applicant:  CON¬ 
TAINER  TRANSIT,  INC.,  5223  South 
9th  Street,  Milv,’aukee,  Wis.  53221.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Albert  A. 
Andrin,  180  North  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  III.  60601.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Containers,  from  Gran¬ 
ite  City,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Ohio,  and 
Oklahoma. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicage, 
Ill.,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 


No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  405),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  CARA¬ 
VAN  REFRIGERATED  CARGO, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6188,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  K.  Newbold,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  6188, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  merchandise  as  is 
ordinarily  dealt  in  by  retail  variety 
stores  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  utilized  in  the  distribution 
thereof  from  Arkansas.  Connecticut, 
Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  Missouri.  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee 
and  Texas  to  Atlanta,  Georgia.  Re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
Singer  &  Co.  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  406),  filed 
December  21,  1977.  Applicant:  CARA¬ 
VAN  REFRIGERATED  CARGO, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6188,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Lewis  Coffey,  P.O.  Box  6188,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carri¬ 
ers  Carrier  Certificates,  61  MCC  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  to 
Dallas,  Tex. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  408),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  CARA¬ 
VAN  REFRIGERATED  CARGO, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6188,  Dallas.  Tex. 
75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  K.  Newbold,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  6188, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Drugs,  medicines,  and  re¬ 
lated  display  and  advertising  material, 
in  mechanically  refrigerated  equip¬ 
ment;  (1)  from  New  Brunswick,  South 
Plainfield,  and  Somerset,  N.J.,  and 
Michigan  City,  Ind.,  to  Washington; 
and  (2)  from  Michigan  City,  Ind.,  to 
Georgia,  Kansas,  and  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
New  York,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  120978  (Sub-No.  20),  filed 
December  16,  1977.  Applicant:  REIN¬ 
HART  MAYER  d.b.a.  MAYER 
TRUCK  LINE,  1203  South  Riverside 
Drive,  Jamestown,  N.  Dak.  58401.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Gene  P.  John¬ 
son,  P.O.  Box  2471,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 


58012.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Slate,  stone  and  rock  from  points  in 
Montana,  New  Mexico.  North  Dakota, 
and  South  Dakota  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Montana,  North  Dakota,  Oregon, 
South  Dakota,  Washington,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  128217  and  subnumbers 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deamed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  or  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  121654  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
December  20,  1977.  Applicant: 

COASTAL  TRANSPORT  &  TRAD¬ 
ING  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
7438.  Savannah,  Ga.  31408.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Alan  E.  Serby,  3379 
Peachtree  Road.  NE.,  Suite  375,  Atlan¬ 
ta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  the 
transportation  of  lumber,  plywood, 
rough  or  finished  native,  from  Pear¬ 
son,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 

Note.— Dual  operations  and  common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
to  be  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  that 
it  be  held  at  Savaimah,  Ga.,  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  431),  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant: 

SAWYER  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South 
Haven  Square,  U.S.  Highway  6,  Val¬ 
paraiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  repl-e- 
sentative:  H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
rafters,  joists,  and  roof  trusses  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  spe¬ 
cial  equipment)  from  points  in  Arizo¬ 
na,  Minnesota,  Nebraska  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin  to  Dubuque,  Iowa. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Dubuque, 
Iowa,  or  Chicago,  III. 

No.  MC  124004  (Sub-No.  43),  filed 
December  20,  1977.  Applicant:  RICH¬ 
ARD  DAHN.,  INC.,  620  West  Moun¬ 
tain  Road,  Sparta,  N.J.  07871.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representataive:  George  A. 
Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone,  N.J. 
07934.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Animal  offal, 
unprocessed  or  rendered,  animal  and 
poultry  feed  and  animal  and  poultry 
feed  ingredients.  Between  points  in 
South  Carolina,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other  points  in  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Wis- 
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consin,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  North  Caroli¬ 
na,  and  the  District  of  Columbia;  (2) 
fishmeal,  from  Port  Monmouth,  N.J. 
to  points  in  Georgia;  (3)  animal  and 
poultry  feed,  animal,  poultry  and  pet 
feed  ingredients  and  supplements',  and 
cracklings,  from  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts,  to  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland. 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Connecticut,  Virginia,  North  Carolina. 
Ohio,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Illinois,  and 
Maine 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124692  (Sub-No.  187),  filled 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  SAM¬ 
MONS  TRUCKING,  a  coroporation, 
P.O.  Bex  4347,  Missoula,  Mont.  59806. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  David 
Douglas  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron  and  steel  articles,  nonferrous 
metals  and  plastic  in  mixed  shipments 
from  the  facilities  of  Joseph  T.  Ryer- 
son  and  Son,  Inc.,  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  to 
the  warehouse  facilites  of  Joseph  T. 
Ryerson  &  Son  at  Seattle  and  Spo¬ 
kane,  Wash.,  and  Emeryville  and  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  destined  to  above 
named  sites. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  91).  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  MA¬ 
CHINERY  TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  116 
Allied  Road,  Stroud.  Okla.  74079.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  David  J. 
Lister,  1945  South  Redwood  Road, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84104.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  cormnon  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Herbicides,  insec¬ 
ticides,  fertilizer,  vermiculite,  from 
Kenosha  and  Union  Grove,  Wis.  to 
points  in  the  United  Stater,  (excluding 
Alaska  and  Hawaii).  Restricted  ‘  to 
shipments  originating  at  the  shipping 
and  storage  facilities  of  Koos,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Kenosha  and  Union 
Grove,  Wisconsin  and  further  restrict¬ 
ed  against  shipments  in  bulk. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  riecesiary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.. 
or  Chicage,  lil. 

No.  MC  125045  (Sub-No.  15),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  SHER¬ 
MAN  MOLDE  d.b.a.  Molde  Trucking 
Co..  2C14  14th  Street  NW.,  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  Minn.  55901.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Andrew  R.  Clark,  ICCO  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55402.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Dairy  products,  ice  cream  and 
ice  cream  novelties  between  points  in 


North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Illinois,  and  the  Upper  Peninsula 
of  Michigan,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Marigold 
Foods.  Inc.,  of  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis- 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  135),  filed 
December  12,  1977.  Applicant:  F-B 
TRUCK  LINE  CO.,  a  corporation, 
1945  South  Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  David  J.  Lister,  1945  South 
Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84104.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Steel  fence  posts  and  accessories, 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Livermore, 
Calif,  to  Nevada,  Oregon,  and  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  San  Francisco, 
Calif,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  136),  filed 
December  12.  1977.  Applicant:  F-B 
TRUCK  LINE  CO.,  a  corporation, 
1945  South  Redwood  Road.  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  David  J.  Lister,  1945  South 
Redw'ood  Road.  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84104.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron  and  steel  gabions  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Reno,  Nev.  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (excluding  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  San  Francisco 
Calif.,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  139),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  F-B 
TRUCK  LINE  CO.,  a  corporation, 
1945  South  Redw’ood  Road,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  David  J.  Lister,  1945  South 
Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84104.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Commodities  as  are  dealt  in,  or  used 
by  the  Wickes  Corp.  and  its  subsidiar¬ 
ies,  between  points  in  the  United 
States,  excluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 
Restricted  to  shipments  originating  at 
or  destined  to  the  shipping  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  of  the  Wickes  Corp.  and 
its  subsidiaries. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 
or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  142F).  filed 
February  1,  1978.  Applicant:  F-B 

TRUCK  LINE  CO.,  a  corporation, 
1945  South  Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 


sentative:  David  J.  Lister,  1945  South 
Redwood  Road.  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84104.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Bentonite  (except  in  bulk),  and  lignite, 
treated  or  untreated,  (1)  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  American  Colloid  Co.  located 
at  or  near  Malta,  Mont,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  (2)  from  the  facilities  of 
American  Colloid  Co.  located  at  or 
near  Gascoyne,  N.  Dak.  to  Louisiana, 
Oklahoma.  Texas,  New  Mexico,  and 
California,  and  (3)  from  the  facilities 
of  American  Colloid  Co.  located  at  or 
near  Lovell,  Wyo.,  to  points  in  Arizo¬ 
na,  Nevada,  California.  Oklahoma. 
Texas,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  and 
Washington. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Hearing:  Set  for  hearing  on  March  8,  1978. 
at  9:30  a.m.  local  time  at  Salt  Lake  City. 
Utah. 

No.  MC  127042  (Sub-No.  199),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant: 

HAGEN.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  98-Leeds  Sta¬ 
tion.  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51108.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  G. 
Tessar,  P.O.  Box  98-Leeds  Station. 
Sioux  City,  Iowa  51108.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  fruits  and 
vegetables  (except  in  bulk),  from  Wat¬ 
sonville,  Calif,  to  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Minnesota.  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota. 
Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Washington, 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  in  San  Francisco, 
Calif. 

No.  MC  128122  (Sub-No.  10).  filed 
December  19.  1977.  Applicant:  STATE 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O. 
Box  1022,  Corvallis,  Oreg.  97330.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Nick  I.  Goyak, 
555  Benjamin  PYanklin  Plaza,  One 
Southwest  Columbia.  Portland,  Oreg. 
97258.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Sand  (except  in  bulk  in  tank  or 
hopper-type  vehicles),  from  Valley, 
Wash,  to  points  in  Benton  County, 
Oreg. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Port¬ 
land.  Oreg.  or  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  276),  filed 
December  20,  1977.  Applicant:  MID- 
WES-TERN  DISTRIBUTION,  INC., 
P.O,  Box  189,  Fort  Scott.  Kans.  66701. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Elden 
Corban,  P.O.  Box  189,  Port  Scott, 
Kans.  66701,  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  and  paper  products,  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities 
of  the  International  Paper  Co,  at  or 
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near  Jay  and  Livermore  Falls,  Maine, 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  California,  Colorado,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North 
Carolina.  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  South  Carolina,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee.  Texas,  Utah,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Washington,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Wyoming,  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  and  points  in  New  York  on  and 
west  of  Interstate  Highway  81,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
15. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
by  the  Commission,  applicant  requests  that 
it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y.  or  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC  133119  (Sub-No.  130),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  HEYL 
TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  200  Norka 
Drive,  Akron,  Iowa  51001.  Applicant’s 
representative:  A.  J.  Swanson,  521 
South  14th  Street,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  (1)  from 
points  in  Colorado.  Kansas,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Wisconsin, 
Arizona,  California,  Idaho.  Washing¬ 
ton,  Oregon,  and  Montana,  to  the 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  located  at  or  near 
Pembina,  N.  Dak.,  and  Noyes,  Minn., 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  moving  in  foreign  commerce  to 
points  in  Manitoba,  Canada;  (2)  from 
points  in  low'a,  Illinois.  Indiana,  Ohio, 
Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota, 
South  Dakota.  Missouri.  Kansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Texas,  Oklahoma,  and  Nebraska, 
to  ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  located  at  or  near 
Houlton  and  Calais,  Maine,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  moving 
in  foreign  commerce  to  points  in  New 
Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia,  Canada; 
(3)  from  points  in  Michigan,  Missouri. 
Ohio.  North  Dakota,  Kansas,  Colora¬ 
do,  Wisconsin,  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Arizona,  California,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Oregon,  and  Idaho,  to  the  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundaiy 
line,  located  at  or  near  Port  Huron 
and  Detroit,  Michigan,  and  Niagara 
Palls  and  Champlain,  N.Y.,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  moving 
in  foreign  commerce  to  points  in  On¬ 
tario  and  Quebec,  Canada;  (4)  from 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Wash¬ 
ington.  Oregon.  Idaho,  and  Montana 
to  the  ports  of  entry  on  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line,  located  at  or 
near  Sweetgrass,  Mont.,  and  Portal,  N. 
Dak.,  restricted  to  the  transportation 


of  traffic  moving  in  foreign  commerce 
to  points  in  Saskatchewan  and  Alber¬ 
ta,  Canada;  (5)  from  points  in  Colora¬ 
do.  Arizona,  California,  Idaho,  Oregon, 
Washington,  Montana,  and  North 
Dakota,  to  the  port  of  entry  on  the  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  line,  located  at 
or  near  Blaine,  Washington,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  moving 
in  foreign  commerce  to  points  in  Brit¬ 
ish  Columbia,  Canada;  and  (6)  from 
the  ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line,  located  at  or  near 
Noyes,  Minn.,  and  Pembina,  N.  Dak., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  moving  in  for¬ 
eign  commerce  from  points  in  Manito¬ 
ba,  Canada. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Omaha.  Nebr.  or  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  133655  (Sub-No.  105),  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant: 

TRANSNATIONAL  TRUCK,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  31300,  Amarillo,  Tex.  79120. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James 
Steffel  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cheese,  cheese  products,  and  synthetic 
cheese,  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  plantsites  and  storaged  facili¬ 
ties  of  or  utilized  by  L.  D.  Schreiber 
Cheese  Co.,  Inc.  located  in  Barry, 
Jasper,  Lawrence,  and  Newton  Coun¬ 
ties,  Mo.  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arizo¬ 
na,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Illinois.  Indiana.  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Maine,  Michigan,  Minneso¬ 
ta,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana.  Ne¬ 
braska.  Nevada,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklaho¬ 
ma,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Texas, 
Utah,  Vermont,  Washington,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  Wyoming,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destinations. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  133959  (Sub-No.7),  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  LEWIS 
ALBAUGH  AND  MELVIN  ALBAUGH 
d.b.a.  ALBAUGH  TRUCK  LINE,  123 
Maine  Street,  Elkhart,  low'a  50073.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Thomas  E. 
Leahy,  Jr.,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50399.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  wholesale  and  retail  de¬ 
partment  stores,  between  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Arizona.  Arkansas, 
California,  Colorado.  Illinois,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Minnesota.  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Nevada.  Oklahoma,  Texas, 
Utah,  Washington,  Wyoming  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  under  contract  with  Ardan 
Wholesale,  Inc. 


Note.— If  a  hearing  i."?  deemed  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in 
Chicago,  Ill.,  Kan-^as  City.  Mo.,  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  134183  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  C.  E.  ZUM- 
STEIN,  d.b.a.  C.  E.  ZUMSTEIN  CO., 
P.O.  Box  27,  Lewisburg,  Ohio  45338. 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Build¬ 
ing.  666  11th  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Building  materials  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  utilized  by  Clark  Industries,  a 
division  of  the  Clark  Grave  Vault  Co. 
at  Columbus,  Ohio  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  under  a  continuing  contract 
or 'contracts  with  Clark  Industries,  a 
division  of  the  Clark  Grave  Vault  Co. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio  or  Columbus.  Ohio. 

No.  MC  135611  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  De¬ 
cember  16.  1977.  Applicant:  WALKER 
&  WHITTED  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  INC.,  320  North  Eighth  Street. 
Brawley,  Calif.  92227.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  M.  Loughran,  100 
Bush  Street,  21st  floor,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94104.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles  from  Colton  and  San 
Diego,  Calif.,  and  points  in  Imperial 
County.  Calif.,  to  points  in  Yuma 
County,  Ariz. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Yuma. 
Ariz.,  or  Los  Angeles.  Calif. 

No.  MC  135684  (Sub-No.  60).  filed 
December  19.  1977.  Applicant:  BASS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  391,  Old  Croton  Road,  Fleming- 
ton,  N.J.  08822.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1320  Fen¬ 
wick  Lane,  Silver  Spring,  Md.  20910. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Glass  containers  from  the  facilities  of 
Midland  Glass  Co.,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Warner  Robins,  Ga.,  to  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  Anheuser- 
Busch,  Inc.  at  or  near  Williamsburg, 
Va. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  or  Newark,  N.J. 


No.  MC  135797  (Sub-No.  92).  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant:  J.  B. 
HUNT  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  200,  Lowell,  Ark.  72745.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Paul  A.  Maes¬ 
tri.  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Plastic  arti¬ 
cles  (except  in  bulk),  from  the  plant- 
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site  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Mobil 
Chemical  Co.,  Plastics  Division,  at  or 
near  Frankfort,  Ill.  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Nebraska,  New  York. 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming. 

Note— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  or  Washington.  D.C.  Common  control 
may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  136786  (Sub-No.  128),  filed 
December  16,  1977.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  4333  Park 
Avenue,  Des  Moines.  Iowa  50321.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Stanley  C. 
Olsen,  Jr.,  7525  Mitchell  Road.  Eden 
Prairie,  Minn.  55344.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Pep- 
peridge  Farm,  Inc.  at  or  near  Downers 
Grove,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  138413,  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant:  JOHN 
TOWNROW,  doing  business  as  JOHN 
TOWNROW  TRUCKING.  4290  Elton 
Street,  Baldwin  Park,  Calif.  91706.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Kim  G. 
Meyer,  P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30301.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Toys,  games,  and  electronic  parts, 
from  Long  Beach.  Calif,  to  Amsterdam 
and  Gloversville,  N.Y.  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Coleco  Industries.  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.;  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  138824,  (Sub-No.  9).  filed  De¬ 
cember  15,  1977.  Applicant:  REDWAY 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  5910  49th  Street, 
Kenosha.  Wis.  53140.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Paul  J.  Maton,  Suite  1620, 
10  South  LaSalle  Street.  Chicago,  Ill. 
60603.  Authority  sought  as  a  contract 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Foodstuffs 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  from  By- 
halia.  Miss,  and  Pinckneyville,  Ill.,  to 
Plymouth,  Ind.,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  RJR  Foods. 

Note— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  299),  filed 
December  16,  1977.  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONAL  CARRIERS,  INC.,  1501  East 
8th  Street,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal, 
Kans.  67901.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1320  Fen¬ 
wick  Lane,  Suite  500,  Silver  Spring, 


Md.  20910.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as" a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Duffy-Mott  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Hamlin  and  Williamson,  N.Y.,  and 
Aspers,  Pa.,  to  Wisconsin,  Illinois, 
Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  South  Dakota.  North 
Dakota,  Nebraska.  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado, 
New  Mexico,  Idaho,  Utah,  Arizona, 
Washington,  Oregon,  Nevada,  and 
California. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  139587  (Sub-No.  9).  filed  De¬ 
cember  22.  1977.  Applicant:  BROWN 
REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  603,  Fort  Scott,  Kans.  66701. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Wilburn  L. 
Williamson,  280  National  Foundation 
Life  Building,  3535  Northwest  58th 
Street,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Material  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacturing  of  paint  and  paint 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  Illinois,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  West 
Virginia  to  Ennis,  Tex.,  and  Casper, 
Wyo. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  134142  (Sub-No.  2)  and 
subnumbers  thereunder,  therefore  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  139961  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1977.  Applicant:  ILLINI 
CONTRACrr  CARRIERS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  245,  Geneseo.  Ill.  61254.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Eugene  D.  An¬ 
derson,  910  Seventeenth  Street,  NW., 
Suite  428,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products  and  arti¬ 
cles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses 
as  described  in  sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  MCC 
209  and  766,  from  the  facilities  owmed 
or  utilized  by  Illini  Beef  Packers,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
and  Alachua,  Fla.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  Texas. 
Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska.  South 
Dakota,  and  North  Dakota.  Restricted 
to  a  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Illini  Beef  Packers, 
Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington. 
D.C.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 


No.  MC  140024  (Sub-No.  84).  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant:  J.  B 
MONTGOMERY.  INC.,  a  Delaware 
corporation.  5565  East  52nd  Avenue. 
Commerce  City,  Colo."  80022.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  F.  DeCock, 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wheels  and 
brakes,  automobile  tractor,  tractor 
trailer,  and  motor  vehicle,  and  parts 
and  accessories  thereof,  from  Detroit, 
Lansing  and  Wyandotte,  Mich.,  and 
Akron  and  Frankfort,  Ohio,  to  the 
plantsite  and  facilities  of  Morgan 
Wheel  &  Equipment  Co.,  at  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  and  the  plantsite  and  facilities 
of  Elder-Quinn  &  McGill,  Inc.,  at 
Denver,  Colo.,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  named  destinations. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  140829  (Sub-No.  68).  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant: 

CARGO  CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  206,  U.S.  Highway 
20,  Sioux  City.  Iowa  51102.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  J.  Hanlon.  55 
Madison  Avenue,  Morristown,  N.J. 
07960.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Canned  and  preserved  foodstuffs,  from 
Canajoharie,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Illinois. 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan  and 
Ohio,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  the  named 
origin  and  destined  to  points  in  the 
above  named  destination  states. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  136408  and  subs  thereun¬ 
der;  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary  the 
applicant  requests  it  to  be  held  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141914  (Sub-No.  27)  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  October  31,  1977,  published 
in  the  P^deral  Register  issues  of  De¬ 
cember  15,  1977,  and  January  26,  1978, 
and  republished,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  FRANKS  «St  SON. 
INC.,  Route  1,  Box  108A.  Big  Cabin. 
Okla.  74332.  Applicant’s  repre.senta- 
tive:  Kathrena  J.  Franks,  Route  1.  Box 
108A,  Big  Cabin,  Okla.  74332.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  by  applicant  to  operate  as  a 
Common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  interstate 
commerce,  transporting:  Candies  and 
confectionaries  in  temperature  con¬ 
trolled  vehicles  from  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  to  points  in  Alabama.  Arkansas, 
California.  Florida,  Georgia.  Kansas. 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  North  Carolina, 
Oregon.  South  Carolina,  Tennessee. 
Texas,  Oklahoma  and  Washington. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
to  show  actuai  territory  requested.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah. 
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No.  MC  142079  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1977.  Applicant:  MI- 

CHIANA  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  435,  South  Bend,  Ind.  46624.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  James  L. 
Beattey,  130  East  Washington  Street, 
Suite  1000,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Urethane  and  urethane  products,  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  between 
the  plantsite  of  United  Foam  Corp.,  at 
or  near  Bremen,  Ind.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Georgia,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Maryland,  Mississippi,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary. 
Applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Indian- 
apolois,  Ind. 

No.  MC  142516  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  De¬ 
cember  14,  1977.  Applicant:  ACE 

TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1  Hackensack 
Avenue,  South  Kearny,  N,J.  07032.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone,  N.J. 
07934.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Waterproofing  compounds,  hydraulic 
cement,  plastic  articles  (except  in 
bulk)  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
sale  of  the  foregoing  commodities 
(except  in  bulk),  between  the  facilities 
of  Preco  Industries,  Ltd.,  Plainview, 
N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Dallas,  Tex.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
Davenport,  Iowa,  Denver,  Colo.,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  Atlanta,  Ga.  and  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Preco  Indus¬ 
tries,  Ltd.,  Plainview,  N.Y. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
the  iq>plieant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y.  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  142625  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  De¬ 
cember  16,  1977.  Applicant:  BER-’ 
NARD  D.  HARNER  AND  SON,  INC., 
Rural  Route  2,  Washington,  Ind, 
47501.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  W.  Loser,  1009  Chamber  of 
Commerce  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Feed  and  feed  ingredients,  dry,  in  bags, 
from  Richmond,  Ind.,  to  Louisville, 
Ky.  and  (2)  Dehydrated  alfalfa  meal, 
in  bulk,  from  Vincennes,  Ind.,  to  Lou¬ 
isville,  Ky.  Restrictions:  (1)  Restricted 
to  movements  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Ralston  Purina 
Co.,  and  (2)  restricted  to  movements 
either  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
plant  and/or  storage  facilities  of  Ral¬ 
ston  Purina  Co. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  Louisville,  Ky. 


NOTICES 

No.  MC  143000  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  De¬ 
cember  5.  1977.  Applicant:  HIGH 

PLAINS  GRAIN  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
7,  Hays,  Kans.  67601.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Erie  W.  FYancis,  719  Cap¬ 
itol  Federal  Building,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Dry  processed  feed  and  dry  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  (a)  from  McCook,  Nebr.  to 
points  in  Kansas  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  81,  and  (b)  from  McPherson, 
Kans.  to  points  in  Oklahoma  on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  35;  and  (2) 
dry  animal  and  poultry  feed,  in  bulk 
and  bags,  using  self-unloading  equip¬ 
ment,  from  the  facilities  of  Cargill, 
Inc.,  at  Kansas  City.  Kans.,  and 
Springdale,  Ariz.,  to  points  in  Oklaho¬ 
ma  on  and  east  of  Interstate  Highway 
35. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  143059  (Sub-No.  10).  filed 
December  19,  1977.  Applicant: 

MERCER  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  11129,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.  40211.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Clayte  Binion,  1108  Continental 
Life  Building,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76102. 
Authority  is  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic,  plastic  articles,  plastic  pipe, 
tubing,  fittings  and  connections;  and 
materials,  supplies  and  accessories, 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  installa¬ 
tion  thereof  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  between  the  facilities  uti¬ 
lized  by  Robintech  Inc.,  located  at  or 
near  Riviera  Beach  (West  Palm 
Beach),  Fla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  143158  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1977.  Applicant:  NOEL 
’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1001  South  1st 
Street,  Yakima,  Wash.  98901.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Richard  L. 
Wiehl,  415  North  Third  Street,  P.O. 
Box  526,  Yakima.  Wash.  98901.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  in  the  transportation  of 
canned  and  bottled  beverages,  other 
than  alcoholic,  and  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  soft 
drink  business,  and  commodities 
exempt  from  regulation  under  section 
203(b)(6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  when  moving  mixed  loads  with  the 
above  commodities,  between  Yakima, 
Wash.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  Washington,  Oregon, 
California,  Montana,  Idaho,  Wyoming. 
Nevada,  and  Alaska,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  Pepsi 
Cola  Bottling  Co.  and  Noel  Canning 
Corp.,  of  Yakima,  Wash. 


Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Yakima 
or  Seattle,  Wash.,  or  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  143794  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  EAST- 
WEST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  7270  Hob- 
good  Road.  Fairbum,  Ga.  30312.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Richard  M.  Tettel- 
baum.  Suite  375,  3379  Peachtree  Road. 
NE.,  Atlanta.  Ga.  30326.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Central  heat¬ 
ing  and  air  conditioning  units,  fur¬ 
naces,  air  coolers,  water  evaporators, 
condensing  units,  compressors,  and  (2) 
parts,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  installation  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  from  the 
facilities  of  Heil-Quaker  Corp.  in  Da¬ 
vidson  County,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
California,  Montana,  Utah  and  Wash¬ 
ington.  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Heil-Quaker  Corp. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Atlan¬ 
ta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  143844  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1977.  Applicant:  DOUG 
GRANT  TRUCK  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  GG.  Eureka. 
Calif.  95501.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Earle  V.  White,  2400  SW.  Fourth 
Avenue,  Portland,  Oreg.  97201.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregoi- 
lar  routes,  in  the  transportation  of: 
Lumber  (including  plywood),  and  wood 
products  (including  chipboard,  compo¬ 
sition  board,  fiberboard,  flakeboard, 
hardboard,  and  particleboard);  from 
the  plants  and  facilities  of  Louisiana- 
Pacihe  Corp.  located  in  California 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
Reno,  Sparks,  Carson  City,  and  Las 
Vegas,  Nev.  and  points  in  Utah  and 
Colorado  located  on  or  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  50,  under  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Louisiana  Pa¬ 
cific  Corp. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  San 
Francisco.  Calif. 

No.  MC  143897  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  De¬ 
cember  15,  1977.  Applicant:  LOOMIS 
ARMORED  CAR  SERVICE.  LTD., 
3057  Grandview  Highway,  Vancouver, 
British  Columbia,  Canada,  V5M  2E4. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  H. 
Hart.  1100  IBM  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98101.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Coin  and  currency,  between 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  located  in  North 
Dakota  and  Minnesota,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
North  Dakota  and  Minnesota,  restrict¬ 
ed  to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined 
to  points  in  Manitoba,  Canada,  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  banks  and  banking  institutions. 
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Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed'  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis.  Minn,  or  Seattle,  Wash.  Common 
control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  144150  filed  December  21, 
1977.  Applicant;  DELTA  BULK,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  36,  Edgewater,  N.J.  07020. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave.,  Jersey  City, 
N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic  Granuels  and  Powder,  in 
bulk,  from  the  facilities  of  Delta  Bulk 
Packaging  &  Warehouse.  Inc., 
Edgewater,  N.J.  to  points  in  the  States 
of  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York.  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Delta  Bulk 
Packaging  &  Warehouse,  Inc,, 
Edgewater,  N.J. 

Noie.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

Passenger 

No.  MC  107586  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
December  19.  1977.  Applicant:  CONTI¬ 
NENTAL  BUS  SYSTEM.  INC.,  315 
Continental  Avenue,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75207.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Leroy  Hallman.  4555  First  National 
Bank  Building,  Dallas,  Tex.  75202.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage  and  express  and  newspa¬ 
pers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers  between  Dallas  and  San  Antonio, 
Tex,:  From  Dallas,  Tex.  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35  to  San  Antonio, 
Tex.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces.sary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas  and  San  Anto¬ 
nio.  Tex. 

Freight  Forwarder 

No.  FF-209  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  13.  1977.  Applicant:  LYONS 

TRANSPORT,  IN(i:.,  a  corporation. 
First  Avenue  and  Route  66,  McCook, 
Ill.  60525.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  F.  McFarland,  Jr.,  20  North 
Wacker  Drive,  Suite  1760,  Chicago,  Ill. 
60606.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  freight  forwarder,  through  the  use  of 
the  facilities  of  common  carriers  by 
railroad,  motor  vehicle,  water  and  ex¬ 
press,  in  the  transportation  of  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
from  Omaha.  Nebr.,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota.  Ohio,  and 
Wisconsin  to  points  in  Alabama,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Florida.  Louisi-ana,  New  York, 
Oregon.  Virginia,  Washington,  and  the 


ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  located  at  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin,  with 
furtherance  into  Halifax,  Nova  Scotia: 
Montreal,  Quebec;  St.  John,  New¬ 
foundland,  Toronto.  Ontario;  and  Van¬ 
couver,  British  Columbia,  Canada,  in¬ 
sofar  as  such  transportation  takes 
place  in  the  United  States,  when  con¬ 
signed  for  export  only. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces-sary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chica¬ 
go,  Ill.,  or  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4175  Piled  2-15-78:  8:45  am) 
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PETITIONS,  APPLICATIONS,  FINANCE  MATTERS 
(INCLUDING  TEMPORARY  AUTHORITIES), 
RAILROAD  ABANDONMENTS,  ALTERNATE 
ROUTE  DEVIATIONS,  AND  INTRASTATE  AP¬ 
PLICATIONS 

February  10,  1978. 
The  following  petitions  seek  modifi¬ 
cation  or  intA-pretation  of  existing  op¬ 
erating  rights  authority,  or  reinstate¬ 
ment  of  terminated  operating  rights 
authority. 

The  Commission  has  recently  pro¬ 
vided  for  easier  identification  of  sub¬ 
stantive  petition  matters  and  all  docu¬ 
ments  should  clearly  specify  the 
“docket”,  “sub”,  and  “suffix”  (e.g.  Ml, 
M2)  numbers  identified  by  the  Feder¬ 
al  Register  notice. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  must  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  or  before  March  20.  1978. 
Such  protest  shall  comply  with  Spe¬ 
cial  Rule  247(E)  of  the  Commission’s 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247)  ‘  and  shall  include  a  concise 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in 
the  proceeding  and  copies  of  its  con¬ 
flicting  authorities.  Verified  state¬ 
ments  in  opposition  should  not  be  ten¬ 
dered  at  this  time.  A  copy  of  the  pro¬ 
test  shall  be  served  concurrently  upon 
petitioner’s  representative,  or  petition¬ 
er  if  no  representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  118468  (Sub-No.  31)  (Ml) 
(Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  to  Add 
Contracting  Shippers),  filed  December 
1.  1977.  Petitioner:  UMTHUN 

TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O. 
Box  166,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa  50533.  Pe¬ 
titioner’s  representative:  William  Fair- 
bank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  contract  carrier.  Permit  in  No. 


■Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20423. 


MC  118468  (Sub-No.  31),  issued  May  5. 
1976,  authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of:  Lumber,  lumber 
products  and  building  materials 
(except  iron  and  steel  products  and 
except  commodities  in  bulk),  (1)  from 
points  in  Arizona,  Colorado,  Illinois, 
IndiandC,  Kansas.  Kentucky,  Michigan. 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Montana.  Ne¬ 
braska.  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee.  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming,  to  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa,  Madi¬ 
son.  Wis.,  and  St.  Paul,  Minn.;  (2)  from 
Eagle  Grove,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Kansas.  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne- 
'  bra.ska.  North  Dakota.  South  Dakota, 
and  Wisconsin:  (3)  from  Madison,  Wis., 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Iiidiana,  Iowa, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  and  Missouri; 
and  (4)  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  points 
in  Iowa,  Michigan,  North  Dakota. 
South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Emmer  Bros.  Co.,  Inc.  of  Minneapolis. 
Minn.  By  the  instant  petition,  peti¬ 
tioner  seeks  to  change  the  contracting 
shipper  paragraph  to  read  as  follows: 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Emmer  Bros.,  Inc.,  of  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  and  its  affiliated  com¬ 
panies  Emmer-Eagle  Grove,  Inc., 
Emmer-Twin  Cities,  Inc.,  and  Emmer- 
Madi.son,  Inc. 

No.  MC  136285  (Sub-No.  3)  (Ml) 
(correction),  filed  December  9,  1977, 
published  in  the  I’ederal  Register 
issue  of  February  2,  1978,  as  MC 
136258  (Sub-No.  3),  and  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Petitioner: 
SOUTHERN  INTERMODAL  LOGIS¬ 
TICS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9165,  Savannah. 
Ga.  31402.  Petitioner’s  representative: 
William  Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  North 
Washington  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  1267, 
Arlington,  Va.  22210.  Petitioner  holds 
a  motor  common  carrier  certificate  in 
MC  136285  (Sub-No.  3),  issued  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1977,  authorizing  transporta¬ 
tion  over  irregular  routes,  of:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  motor  vehicles),  in  containers  or 
in  trailers,  having  an  immediately 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by 
water,  between  Charleston,  S.C.,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.,  and  Savannah,  Ga.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Plorida,  Georgia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and 
Tennessee.  Empty  containers,  trailers 
and  trailer  chassis,  between  points  in 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina  and  Tennes¬ 
see.  By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  change  the  restriction  reading 
“in  containers  or  in  trailers”,  to  “in  or 
on  containers  or  trailers”.  The  restric¬ 
tion  reading  “having  an  immediately 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by 
water”,  be  changed  to  read,  “having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by 
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water  or  rail”.  And  that  the  restriction 
reading  “commodities  in  bulk”,  be  de¬ 
leted  and  replaced  by  “the  above  au¬ 
thority  is  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  commodities  in  bulk 
except  in  demountable  containers”. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
to  note  that  the  correct  MC  numb'er  is  MC 
136285  (Sub-No.  3). 

No.  MC  141695  (Sub-No.  6)  (republi¬ 
cation)  filed  May  9,  1977,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  June  16, 

1977,  and  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  OLIVER  WENDELL  COUSINS, 
d.b.a.  COLLINS  TRUCKING,  P.O. 
Box  185,  Jordan  Valley,  Oreg.  97910. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Timothy 
R.  Stivers,  P.O.  Box  162,  Boise,  Idaho 
83701.  An  Order  of  the  Commission, 
Review  Board  Number  1,  decided  Jan¬ 
uary  17,  1978,  and  served  January  23, 

1978,  finds  that  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  re¬ 
quire  operation  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  Jordan  Valley  and  Sheaville, 
Oreg.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  the  facilities  of  the  De  Lamar 
Silver  Mine,  at  De  Lamar  (Owyhee 
County),  Idaho;  that  applicant  is  fit, 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
such  service  and  to  conform  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  the  Commission’s  regu¬ 
lations.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  to  indicate  applicant’s  intent  to 
tack  the  authority  sought  at  Jordan 
Valley,  Oreg.,  to  provide  a  through 
service  to  Ontario,  Oreg.,  and  points  in 
Ada  and  Canyon  Counties,  Idaho. 

Republications  of  Grants  of  Operat¬ 
ing  Rights  Authority  Prior  To 

Certificate 

NOTICE 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
order  of  the  Commission  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over 
that  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  must  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  or  before  March  20,  1978. 
Such  pleading  shall  comply  with  Spe¬ 
cial  Rule  247  (E)  of  the  Commission’s 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247)  addressing  specifically  the 
issue(s)  indicated  as  the  purpose  for 
republication,  and  including  copies  of 
intervenor's  conflicting  authorities 
and  a  concise  statement  of  interven- 
or’s  interest  in  the  proceeding  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  precise  manner  in 
which  it  has  been  prejudiced  by  lack 
of  notice  of  the  authority  granted.  A 


copy  of  the  pleading  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  the  carrier’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  carrier  if  no  representa¬ 
tive  is  named. 

No.  MC  8515  (Sub-No.l2)  (republica¬ 
tion),  filed  January  31,  1977,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
March  24,  1977,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  TOBLER  TRANS¬ 
FER,  INC.,  Junction  Interstate  80  and 
Illinois  89,  Spring  Valley,  Ill.  61362. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Leonard  R. 
Kofkin,  39  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  60603.  An  Order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Review  Board  No,  3,  decided 
November  23,  1977,  finds  that  the  pre¬ 
sent  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operations  by 
applicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  ajs  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  the 
transportation  of:  Materials,  parts, 
equipment,  and  supplies  use<l  in  the 
manufacture  or  remanufacture  of 
heavy  power  equipment  between  the 
facilites  of  Caterpillar  Tractor  Co.  lo¬ 
cated  in  Scott  County,  Iowa,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  57 
to  junction  Illinois  Highway  9,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  9  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  67  to  the  Illinois-Iowa  State 
line,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  shipments  originating  at  or  destined 
to  the  facilities  of  Caterpillar  Tractor 
Co.,  located  in  Scott  County,  Iowa, 
that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  such  service  and 
to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder.  The  purpose  of  this  re¬ 
publication  is  to  reflect  applicant’s 
actual  grant  of  authority. 

No.  MC  113382  (Sub-No.  19)  (repub¬ 
lication),  filed  June  8,  1977,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  July 
28,  1978,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  NELSON  BROS.,  INC., 
P.(5.  Box  613  River  Bridge,  Nebraska 
City,  Nebr.  68410.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  An 
Order  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  No,  1,  decided  January  23,  1978, 
and  served  January  27,  1978,  finds 
that  operation  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  con- 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Tires,  tubes,  batteries,  and  wheels, 
from  Memphis',  Tenn.,  Batesville  and 
Tupelo,  Miss.,  Texarkana,  Ark.,  Des 
Moines.,  Iowa,  Warren,  Ohio.,  Salina, 
Kans.,  Springfield,  Mo.,  Cumberland, 
Md.,  Denver,  Colo,,  and  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Nebraska, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming,  and  (2) 
retreading  material  from  Muscatine, 
Iowa  to  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  T. 


O.  Haas  Tire  Co.,  Inc.  of  Lincoln, 
Nebr.,  will  be  consistent  with  the 
public  interest  and  the  national  trans¬ 
portation  policy;  that  applicant  if  fit, 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
such  service  and  to  conform  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  the  Commission’s  regu¬ 
lations.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  to  show  the  additional  grant  of 
part  (2)  above. 

No.  MC  134323  (Sub-No.  91)  (repub¬ 
lication),  filed  December  17,  1976,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  January  27,  1977,  and  republished 
this  issue.  Applicant:  JAY  LINES, 
INC.,  720  North  Grand,  P.O.  Box  4146, 
Amarillo,  Tex.  79105.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Gailyn  Larsen,  521  South 
14th,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  An  Initial  Decision  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge,  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  4,  1977,  and  served  November  14, 
1977,  finds  that  operation  by  appli¬ 
cant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting;  Chemicals,  plastic  materials, 
plastic  products,  and  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  thereof,  (1) 
between  the  facilities  of  Union  Car¬ 
bide  Corporation,  at  or  near  North 
Seadrift,  Texas  City,  and  Houston, 
Tex.,  and  Taft,  La.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama, 
Arizona,  California,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  Nevada, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Utah,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  Washington,  West  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  (2) 
from  the  storage  facilities  of  Union 
Carbide  Corp.  at  or  near  New  Orleans, 
La.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  restricted 
to  the  performance  of  a  transportation 
service  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts  with  Union  Carbide  Corp.; 
will  be  consistent  with  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  the  national  transportation 
policy;  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing, 
and  able  properly  to  perform  such  ser¬ 
vice  and  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  thereunder.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  indicate  the  a^l- 
dition  of  Rhode  Island  and  Delaware 
in  applicant’s  actual  grant  of  author¬ 
ity. 

No.  MC  135078  (Sub-No.  11)  (Re¬ 
publication),  filed  November  19,  1976, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  January  27,  1977,  republished 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  May 
26,  1977,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  AMERICAN  TRANS¬ 

PORT,  INC.,  7850  F  Street,  Omaha, 
Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Fredrick  J.  Coffman,  521  South 
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14th  Street,  P.O.  81849,  Lincoln.  Nebr. 
68501.  An  Initial  Decision  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge,  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  14,  1977,  and  served  November  23. 
1977,  became  the  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  December  23,  1977.  The  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  finds  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  and  future  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  operation  by  appli¬ 
cant  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (l)(a)  Floor  covering  and  floor 
tile,  from  Lancaster,  and  Landisville, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas. 
California.  Colorado,  Idaho.  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Louisiana,  Missouri,  Montana. 
Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Nevada,  Okla¬ 
homa.  Oregon.  South  Dakota.  Texas. 
Washington,  Wyoming,  and  Utah:  (b) 
carpet  lining,  from  Derby  and  Shel¬ 
ton,  Conn.,  to  points  in  Arizona.  Ar¬ 
kansas.  California,  Colorado.  Idaho. 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana.  Missouri. 
Montana.  Nebraska,  Nevada.  New 
Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Oregon.  South 
Dakota.  Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming;  restricted  in  Parts  (a)  and 
(b)  above,  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination  States:  (2)  new  fin¬ 
ished  furniture,  from  Taylor  and  San 
Marcos.  Tex.,  to  points  in  Alabama. 
Arkansas.  Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky.  Louisiana,  Maryland.  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri.  Nebraska,  New  Jersey. 
New  York.  North  Carolina,  Ohio  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia.  and  West  Virginia,  restricted  to 
traffic  moving  from  the  facilities  of 
Kerr-Ban  Furniture  Manufacturing 
Co.,  Inc,,  a  Subsidiary  of  William 
Volker  &  Co.,  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination  States:  (3)  carpet¬ 
ing  and  rugs,  from  points  in  Laurens 
County.  Ga..  Washington  County, 
Miss.,  and  Dillion  County,  S.C.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri. 
Arkansas.  Louisiana,  Texas.  Oklaho¬ 
ma.  Kansas,  Nebraska.  South  Dakota. 
North  Dakota,  Montana,  Wyoming, 
Colorado,  New  Mexico,  Arizona,  Utah, 
Idaho,  Nevada.  California,  Oregon, 
and  Washington,  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  name  destination 
States:  (4)  floor  covering,  floor  tile, 
carpet  padding  and  lining,  and  mate¬ 
rials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  installation  thereof,  from  Ana¬ 
heim  and  South  Gate,  Calif.,  to  points 
in  Washington.  Oregon,  Idaho. 
Nevada,  Utah.  Arizona,  Montana,  Wy¬ 
oming,  Colorado,  New  Mexico  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Kansas.  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Iowa, 
Missouri,  Arkansas,  and  Louisiana,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination  States:  (5)  new  fur¬ 
niture,  crated,  from  Taylor  and  San 
Marcos,  Tex,,  to  points  in  Arizona. 
California,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada. 


New  Mexico.  North  Dakota,  Oregon. 
South  Dakota.  Utah,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming,  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  named  origins  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  named  destination  States; 
(6)  window  rollers,  slats,  window 
shades,  shutters,  and  roller  fixtures, 
from  Ogdensburg,  N,Y.,  and  Chicago. 
Ill.,  to  points  in  California.  Colorado. 
Missouri,  Nebraska.  Oregon,  Texas. 
Utah,  and,  Washington,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  ori¬ 
gins  and  destined  to  the  named  desti¬ 
nation  States;  (7)  new  unfinished  fur¬ 
niture,  (a)  from  Loveland,  Colo.,  to 
points  in  New  Mexico  and  Texas;  and 
(b)  from  Spangle,  Wash.,  to  points  in 
Montana.  Utah,  and  Idaho,  restricted 
in  (a)  and  (b)  above  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origins  and  destined 
to  the  named  destination  States:  (8) 
new  finished  furniture,  from  Portland, 
Oreg.,  to  points  in  Missouri,  Kansas. 
Nebraska.  Idaho.  Montana,  Colorado. 
Utah,  California,  Arizona,  New 
Mexico,  Texas.  Oklahoma.  Washing¬ 
ton.  and  Nevada,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin  and 
destined  to  the  named  destination 
States;  (9)(a)  bed  frames  and  accesso¬ 
ries,  from  Benicia.  Calif.,  to  points  in 
Washington,  Montana,  New  Mexico. 
Arizona,  Texas,  Oregon,  Colorado. 
Idaho  and  Utah:  and  (b)  carpet  tack¬ 
ing  strip  and  materials  and  equipment 
used  for  the  installation  of  carpet, 
from  City  of  Industry  and  Los  Ange¬ 
les,  Calif.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico. 
Colorado.  Texas.  Oklahoma,  Idaho. 
Utah,  Arizona.  Kansas,  Missouri,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  and  Nebraska,  restricted  in 
Parts  (a)  and  (b)  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  named  origins  and  destined  to 
the  named  destination  States;  (10) 
floor  covering,  floor  tile  and  rugs,  from 
the  facilities  of  William  Volker  &  Co. 
located  at  or  near  Merced,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  Washington,  Oregon. 
Nevada.  Idaho,  Utah,  Arizona.  Mon¬ 
tana,  Wyoming.  Colorado.  New 
Mexico.  South  Dakota.  Nebraska. 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas.  Iowa,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Arkansas,  and  Louisiana,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origin  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination  States;  (11)  new 
finished  furniture,  from  the  facilities 
of  William  Volker  &  Co.  located  at  or 
near  Cameron,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Colorado.  Iowa,  Kansas.  Lou¬ 
isiana.  Missouri.  Nebraska,  New 
Mexico,  and  Oklahoma,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  named  destination 
States;  (12)  floor  covering,  floor' tile, 
carpet  padding,  and  carpet  lining. 
from  Libertyville.  and  Kankakee.  Ill., 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Kansas.  Minnesota. 
Missouri.  Nebraska,  and  South 
Dakota,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origins  and  destined 
to  the  named  destination  States;  (13) 
new  finished  furniture,  from  Canby, 
Oreg.,  to  points  in  Arizona.  California. 


Colorado.  Idaho.  Kansas,  Missouri. 
Montana.  Nebraska.  Nevada,  New 
Mexico.  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota, 
Texas.  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming.  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  named  origin  and  destined  to 
the  named  destination  States;  (14) 
such  commodities,  as  are  dealt  in  and 
used  by  manufacturers  and  wholesal¬ 
ers  of  household  furnishings  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
which  because  of  their  size  or  weight 
require  special  equipment  for  loading 
and  unloading,  lumber,  and  construc¬ 
tion  and  building  materials),  betw’een 
points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas.  Califor¬ 
nia.  Colorado,  Idaho,  Illinois.  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Missis¬ 
sippi.  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
Nevada.  New  Mexico.  North  Dakota. 
Oklahoma.  Oregon,  South  Dakota, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming.  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
in  and  destined  to  the  named  States; 
(15)  carpet  padding  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  of 
carpet  padding  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Dyersburg,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Califor¬ 
nia,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Louisiana.  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon.  South  Dalota,  Texas.  Utah. 
Washington,  and  Wyoming,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  named  des¬ 
tination  States;  (16)  carpet  lining  and 
padding,  from  Norfork,  Va..  to  points 
in  Colorado.  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico. 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  named  destination 
States;  (17)  window  shades,  shutters, 
slats,  rollers,  and  roller  fixtures,  from 
Benton  Harbor,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
izona.  Arkansas,  California.  Colorado, 
Idaho.  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Minnesota.  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Montana.  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma. 
Oregon.  South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  named  des¬ 
tination  States;  (18)  carpet  lining  and 
padding,  from  Richmond,  Va.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas.  Califor¬ 
nia,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Iowa.  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebras¬ 
ka.  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Texas.  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  named  des¬ 
tination  States;  that  applicant  is  fit. 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
such  service  and  to  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  Part  II  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  to  the  require¬ 
ments,  rules,  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission  thereunder. 

The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  indicate  Landisville,  Pa.  as  an  addi- 
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tional  origin  in  part  (IKa)  above  and 
also  to  indicate  applicant’s  actual 
grant  of  authority. 

No.  MC  134599  (Sub-No.  154)  (repub¬ 
lication),  filed  January  13,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  March  3,  1977,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE  CON¬ 
TRACT  CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
748,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84110.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Richard  A.  Pe¬ 
terson,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  An  Order  of  the  Commission, 
Review  Board  No.  3,  decided  December 
27,  1977,  and  served  January  24,  1978, 
finds  that  operation  by  applicant,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Synthetic  rubber  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  equipment),  from  the  facilities  of 
Reichold  Chemical  Co.  at  Cheswold, 
Del.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  California, 
Colorado,  Connecticut,  Georgia,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska.  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah, 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Un¬ 
iroyal,  Inc.;  will  be  consistent  with  the 
public  interest  and  the  national  trans¬ 
portation  policy.  Applicant  is  fit,  will¬ 
ing,  and  able  properly  to  perform  the 
authorized  service  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
this  republicaticn  is  to  indicate  the 
change  the  name  of  the  facilities  from 
Uniroyal,  Inc.  to  Reichold  Chemical 
Co.  in  the  origin. 

No.  MC  135354  (Sub-No.  3)  (republi¬ 
cation).  filed  August  11,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  September  22,  1977,  and  repub¬ 
lished  this  issue  Applicant:  STATES¬ 
VILLE  MOTOR  COACH  CO..  INC., 
109  Winston  Avenue,  Statesville,  N.C. 
2S677.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Theodore  Polydoroff,  Suite  600,  1250 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  W^ashing- 
tcn,  D.C.  20036.  An  Order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Review  Board  No.  2,  decided 
January  12,  1978,  and  served  January 
25,  1978,  finds  that  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessi¬ 
ty  require  operation  by  applicant,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  spe¬ 
cial  and  charter  operations,  beginning 
and  ending  at  points  in  Alexander,  Ca¬ 
tawba,  Davie,  and  Irdell  Counties, 
N.C.,  and  extending  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii);  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing, 
and  able  properly  to  perform  the 
granted  service  and  to  conform  to  the 


requirements  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  indicate  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  those  States  west  of  Wisconsin, 
Illinois,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and  Lou¬ 
isiana  in  the  territorial  portion  of  ap¬ 
plicant’s  actual  grant  of  authority. 

No.  MC  141804  (Sub-No.  62)  (repub¬ 
lication).  filed  June  6,  1977,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  July  21, 
1977,  and  republished  this  issue  Appli¬ 
cant:  WESTERN  EXPRESS.  DIVI¬ 
SION  OF  INTERSTATE  RENTAL 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  422,  Goodlettsville, 
Tenn.  37072.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Frederick  J.  Coffman,  P.O.  Box 
81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68509.  An  Order 
of  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No. 
1,  decided  January  24,  1978,  and  served 
January  30,  1978,  finds  that  the  pre¬ 
sent  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operation  by  ap¬ 
plicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  New  furniture,  furniture 
parts,  home  accessories,  and  grandfa¬ 
ther  clocks,  from  points  in  California, 
to  those  points  in  the  United  States  in 
an  east  of  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Tennessee,  and  Mississippi,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
crated  office  furniture  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Steelcase,  Inc.;  that  applicant  is 
fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to  per¬ 
form  the  granted  service  and  to  con¬ 
form  to  the  requirements  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  show  the  additional 
grants  of  home  accessories  and  grand¬ 
father  clocks. 

No.  MC  143380  (republication),  filed 
June  16,  1977,  published  in  the  Feder¬ 
al  Register  issue  of  August  4,  1977, 
and  republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
JAMES  J.  SANTRY  TRUCKMEN, 
INC.,  19  Goff  Avenue,  Staten  Island, 
N.Y.  10309.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue, 
Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  An  Order  of 
the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
decided  January  23,  1978,  and  served 
February  2.  1978,  finds  that  operation 
by  applicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  as  a  contract  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Wines  and  alcoholic  li¬ 
quors  (except  in  bulk),  from  Boston, 
Mass.,  Hartford.  Conn.,  Linfield,  Pa., 
New  York,  N.Y.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  Union  and  Penn- 
sauken,  N.J.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Flagstaff 
Liquor  Co.,  Joseph  H.  Reinfeld,  Inc., 
Majestic  Wine  &  Spirits  Co.,  Banner 
Liquor  Co.,  Flagstaff  Liquor  Co.,  and 
Baxter  Warehouse  Corporation  of 
Union  and  Pennsauken,  N.J.,  will  be 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy; 
that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  granted  ser¬ 


vice  and  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  to  show  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
an  additional  origin  and  four  addition¬ 
al  firms’  authorized  to  be  served  under 
contract. 

Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water  Car¬ 
rier  AND  Freight  Forwarder  Oper¬ 
ating  Rights  Applications 

NOTICE 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  §  1100.247).  These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to 
the  granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  notice  of  filing 
of  the  application  is  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Failure  to  season¬ 
ably  file  a  protest  will  be  construed  as 
a  waiver  of  opposition  and  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  proceeding.  A  protest 
under  these  rules  should  comply  with 
section  247(e)(3)  of  the  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  grounds  upon  w'hich  it 
is  made,  contain  a  detailed  statement 
of  Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  (including  a  copy  of  the  specific 
portions  of  its  authority  which  protes- 
tant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with 
that  sought  in  the  application,  and  de¬ 
scribing  in  detail  the  method— wheth¬ 
er  by  joinder,  interline,  or  other 
means— by  which  protestant  would  use 
such  authority  to  provide  all  or  part  of 
the  service  proposed),  and  shall  speci¬ 
fy  with  particularly  the  facts,  matters, 
and  things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not 
includes  issues  of  allegations  phrased 
generally.  Protest  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  rules  may  be  rejected.  The  original 
and  one  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Commission,  and  a  copy 
shall  be  served  concurrently  upon  ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative,  or  applicant  if 
no  representative  is  named.  If  the  pro¬ 
test  includes  a  request  for  oral  hear¬ 
ing.  such  requests  shall  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  247(e)(4)  of  the 
special  rules,  and  shall  include  the  cer¬ 
tification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not 
intend  timely  to  prosecute  its  applica¬ 
tion  shall  promptly  request  dismissal 
thereof,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute 
an  application  under  procedures  or- 
•  dered  by  the  Commission  will  result  in 
dismissal  of  the  application. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served 
on  each  party  of  record.  Broadening 
amendments  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 
amendments  will  not  be  entertained 
following  publication  in  the  Federal 
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Register  of  a  notice  that  the  proceed¬ 
ing  has  been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  2379  (Sub-No.  8).  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  JOYNER 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation, 
Minton  Road,  Woodland,  N.C.  27897. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  Gay  Re- 
velle,  Jr.,  Post  Office  Drawer  448,  201 
East  Main  Street,  Murfreesboro,  N.C, 
27855.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  baskets,  hampers,  crates,  and 
crate  materials  from  Murfreesboro, 
N.C.,i  and  points  in  North  Carolina, 
within  50  miles  of  Murfreesboro,  to 
points*  in  Delaware,  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylva¬ 
nia,  and  South  Carolina. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  common 
carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  2379  (Sub-Nos. 
3,  4,  6.  and  7),  and  therefore  dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary  applicant  asks  that  it  be  held  in 
either  Raleigh,  N.C.  or  Norfolk,  Va. 

No.  MC  3252  (Sub-No.  99),  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  MERRILL 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  1037  Forest 
Avenue,  Portland,  Maine  04104.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Francis  E.  Bar¬ 
rett,  Jr.,  10  Industrial  Park  Road, 
Hingham,  Mass.  02043.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Plastic  bottles 
in  shipper  and/or  carrier  trailers,  from 
Portland  and  Westbrook,  Maine,  to 
points  in  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Massachusetts.  Rhode  Island,  Batavia. 
N.Y..  Berwick,  Pa.,  and  Jessup,  Md., 
and  (2)  plastic  bottles  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  or  useful 
in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  plastic 
bottles  in  shipper  and/or  carrier  trail¬ 
ers.  form  Gardner,  Mass.,  to  Portland 
and  Westbrook.  Maine. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Portland; 
Maine,  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  4405  (Sub-No.  569),  filed  De¬ 
cember  22.  1977.  Applicant:  DEALERS 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  a  corporation,  522 
South  Boston  Avenue,  Tulsa,  Okla. 
74103.  Applicant’s  representative:  Alan 
Pc.ss,  502  First  National  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  Fargo.  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  transporting:  Trailers  and  trail¬ 
er  chassis,  in  initial  movements,  in 
truckaway  service,  from  New  Tazewell, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(e.xcept  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Nashville  or 
Chattanooga.  Tenn.  or  Bristol,  Va. 


No.  MC  4405  (Sub-No.  570),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1977.  Applicant:  DEALERS 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  522  South  Boston 
Avenue,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74103.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Alan  Foss,  502 
First  National  Bank  Building,  Fargo, 
N.'  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Trailers,  semi-trailers,  and 
trailer  chassis,  other  than  those  de¬ 
signed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  in  initial  movement,  in 
truckaway  service  and  driveaway  ser¬ 
vice,  from  Great  Bend,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii);  (2)  Tractors  in 
secondary  movements,  in  driveaway 
service  when  drawing  trailers,  semi¬ 
trailers,  and  trailer  chassis,  in  initial 
movements,  from  Great  Bend,  Kans., 
to  points  in  Arizona,  Nevada,  Oregon, 
and  Vermont. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  4405  (Sub-No.  571),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27.  1977.  Applicant:  DEALERS 
TRANSIT.  INC.,  522  South  Boston 
Avenue,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74103.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Alan  Foss,  502 
First  National  Bank  Building,  Fargo. 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  transport¬ 
ing:  Trailers  and  trailer  chassis  other 
than  those  designed  to  be  drawn  by 
passenger  automobiles,  in  initial  move¬ 
ments,  in  truckaway  service,  from 
Boyd,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  4484  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1977.  Applicant:  CROWN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  R.D.  2, 
Wampum,  Pa.  16157.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Andrew  R.  Clark,  1000 
First  National  Bank  Building,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.  55402.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Yard  tractors  between 
Lyons,  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  east  of  the  States  of  Minnesota. 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 
or  Washington,  D.C.  Common  control  may 
be  involved. 

No.  MC  5227  (Sub-No.  31),  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1977.  Applicant:  ECKLEY 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  201, 
Mead,  Nebr.  68041.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Gailyn  L.  Larsen,  521  South 
14th  Street.  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln. 
Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 


hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Roofing  materials,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Globe  Industries.  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Whiting  and  Hammond.  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Iowa. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Chicago.  Ill.,  or  Lincoln.  Nebr. 

No.  MC  13087  (Sub-No.  44),  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  STOCK- 
BERGER  TRANSFER  &  STORAGE. 
INC.,  524  Second  Street  SW.,  Mason 
City.  Iowa  50401.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  WILLIAM  L.  FAIRBANK,  1980 
Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  as  defined  in  sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carri¬ 
er  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Wilson  Foods  Corp.  located 
at  Albert  Lea.  Minn.,  to  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  the  above- 
named  origin  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination  State. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  the  hearing  be  held 
at  Dallas,  Tex.  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  19157  (Sub-No.  48),  filed  De¬ 
cember  22.  1977.  Applicant:  McCOR- 
MACK’S  HIGHWAY  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION.  INC.,  R.D.  3.  Box  4.  Campbell 
Road,  Schenectady,  N.Y.  12306.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  Montarello 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  rail  (except  in  bulk, 
those  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment, 
foodstuffs,  alcoholic  and  malt  bever¬ 
ages,  lumber,  tractors,  road  making 
machinery,  contractor’s  machinery, 
equipment  and  supplies,  iron  and  steel 
articles,  farm  machinery,  pipe  and 
wooden  posts  and  poles),  between 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Kentucky, 
Indiana  and  Michigan,  on  the  one 
hand.  and.  on  the  other,  Magley  and 
Ara,  Ind. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washin^on, 
D.C..  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  31389  (Sub-No.  237),  filed 
December  27.  1977.  Applicant: 

McLEAN  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  617  Waughtown  Street,  Winston- 
Salem.  N.C,  27107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  David  F.  Elshelman,  P.O. 
Box  213,  Winston-Salem.  N.C.  27102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
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common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Grcn- 
era/  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  serving  the  distribution  center 
of  the  K  mart  Corp.  located  in  Coweta 
County.  Ga.,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  applicant's  regular 
route  operations. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  or  Wash- 
in^on,  O.C. 

No.  MC  41406  (Sub-No.  59).  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1977.  Applicant:  ARTIM 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM.  INC., 
7105  Kennedy  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  2176, 
Hammond,  Ind.  46323.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666  Elev¬ 
enth  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ag- 
ricvltural  implements,  including  but 
not  limited  to  plows,  planters,  bedders 
and  tillage  tools;  and  machinery, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  assembly 
and  distribution  thereof,  between 
Moline.  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Ohio,  Pennsylva¬ 
nia,  West  Virginia,  Michigan,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maryland,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Delaware.  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island.  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire.  Vermont,  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  46518  (Sub-No.  14).  filed  De¬ 
cember  5,  1977.  Applicant:  R.F.C. 

TRANSPORT.  INC.,  7300  Fly  Road. 
P.O.  Box  207,  East  Syracuse,  N.Y. 
13057.  Applicant’s  representative:  Her¬ 
bert  M.  Canter,  305  Montgomery 
Street,  Syracuse,  N.Y.  13202.  Author- 
itv  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Canned  and 
preserved  foodstuffs,  from  the  plant 
and  distribution  facilities  of  Curtice 
Bums.  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  South 
Dayton,  Oakfield,  Le  Roy,  Leicester, 
Alton,  Shortsville,  Phelps,  Red  Creek, 
Egypt,  Waterloo,  and  Rushville,  N.Y., 
to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire 
and  Vermont. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Rochester, 
Syracuse,  or  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  or  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub-No.  539),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  REFIN¬ 
ERS  TRANSPORT  &  TERMINAL 
CORP.,  445  Earlwood  Avenue,  Oregon, 
Ohio  43616.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100  National  City 


Bank  Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44114. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Dry  fertilizers,  in  bulk,  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Agrico  Chemical  Co.  at  Mel¬ 
bourne,  Ky.  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Ohio.  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  above  mentioned  plantsite. 

Note.— Common  control  and  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  in  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  552),  filed 
December  23.  1977.  Applicant: 

SCHNEIDFR  TRANSPORT.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  2298,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54306. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Christian 
V.  Graf,  407  North  Front  Street,  Har¬ 
risburg,  Pa.  17101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Canned  and  preserved  food¬ 
stuffs,  from  the  facilities  of  Heinz 
U.S.A.,  Division  of  H.  J.  Heinz  Co.,  at 
or  near  Muscatine  and  Iowa  City, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota.  Re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  and 
destined  to  the  above  origins  and  des¬ 
tinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  Common  control 
may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  59367  (Sub-No.  112),  filed 
December  20,  1977.  Applicant: 

DECKER  TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  915,  Fort  Dodge.  Iowa  50501.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309,  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  as  de¬ 
fined  in  sections  A  and  C  of  appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and 
766,  from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Wilson  Foods  Corp.  locat¬ 
ed  at  Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  to  Chicago, 
Ill.  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  above-named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  named  des¬ 
tination. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  59367  (Sub-No.  113),  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant: 

DECKER  TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  915,  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa  50501.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  by  motor  vehicle,  transport¬ 


ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  as  defined  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carri¬ 
er  Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and  766, 
from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Wilson  Foods  Corp.  located 
at  Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  the  above- 
named  origin  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination  State. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas.  Tex., 
or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  63417  (Sub-No.  122),  filed 
December  14,  1977.  Applicant:  BLUE 
RIDGE  TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  13447,  Roanoke,  Va.  24034.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  E.  Bain 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  New  furniture 
and  furniture  parts,  (1)  from  Dublin 
and  Macon,  Ga.;  Elkin  and  Goldsboro, 
N.C.;  Sumter,  S.C.;  Altavista,  Appo¬ 
mattox.  Dublin.  Galax.  Pulaski,  Roa¬ 
noke.  and  Rocky  Mount.  Va.;  and  the 
plantsites  and  facilities  of  Bassett  Fur¬ 
niture  Industries  in  Henry  County, 
Va.;  and  at  or  near  Mt.  Airy,  N.C.;  and 
the  plantsite  and  facilities  of  Pulaski 
Furniture  Corp.  at  Martinsville,  Va.,  to 
points  in  Missouri  and  returned  ship¬ 
ments  of  new  furniture  and  furniture 
parts  (2)  from  points  in  Missouri  to 
the  above  origins. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Roanoke, 
Va. 

No.  MC  65525  (Sub-No.  23).  filed:  De¬ 
cember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  WHITE 
BROS.  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  P.O.  Box  96,  Wasco,  Ill.  60183. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Leonard  R. 
Kofkin,  39  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  60603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Commodities,  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  which  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  and  handling,  and  related 
parts,  materials,  and  supplies  when 
their  transportation  is  incidential  to 
transportation  of  commodities  (which 
by  reason  of  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment  and  han¬ 
dling).  between  points  in  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Chica¬ 
go,  Ill. 

No.  MC  69695  (Sub-No.  14).  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  RAY  L. 
BRANDT  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  460  West  Philadelphia  St.,  York, 
Pa.  17404.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  E.  Fullerton.  407  North  Front 
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St.,  Harrisburg.  Pa.  17101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Limestone  and  li¬ 
mestone  products,  from  the  plantsite 
of  National  Gypsum  Co.,  in  West  Man¬ 
chester  Township,  York  County,  Pa., 
to  points  in  New  York  (except  New 
York,  N.Y.)  and  Ohio. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  73165  (Sub-No.  425),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  EAGLE 
MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  830  North  33rd 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  Cameron  Rol¬ 
lins,  830  North  33rd  Street,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  35202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irre^lar  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Air  pollution  equipment,  heat¬ 
ing  and  cooling  equipment,  and  parts 
and  accessories  therefor,  from  the 
plantsite  and  facilities  of  the  Fuller 
Co.,  at  Houston,  Tex.  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  East  of  Minneso¬ 
ta.  Iowa,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Dallas.  Tex.,  or  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  74681  (Sub-No.  10),  filed  De¬ 
cember  8,  1977.  Applicant:  STEVENS 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  121  South  Niagara 
Street.  Saginaw.  Mich.  48602.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  J.  Gal¬ 
lagher,  1000  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Suite  1200,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregrular  routes,  transporting: 
Cellular  expanded  plastic  pads  and 
paddings,  from  the  plantsite  of  Reeves 
Bros.,  Inc.,  located  in  Cornelius,  N.C., 
to  the  plantsites  of  Fisher  Body  Divi¬ 
sion:  GMC.  Flint,  and  Cold  Water  Rd. 
plant  located  in  Flint,  Mich. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Sagi¬ 
naw,  Mich.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  998),  filed 
December  27,  1977,  Applicant:  WAT¬ 
KINS  MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  1144 
West  Griffin  Road,  P.O.  Box  1636, 
Lakeland,  Fla.  33802.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Benjy  W.  Fincher  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes.  transporting:  Foodstuffs, 

(except  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  the  plant  site  and/or 
facilities  of  Rich  Products,  Corp.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Murfreesboro,  Tenn. 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Dela¬ 
ware.  Florida.  Georgia.  Illinois.  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maryland.  Michigan.  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio.  Oklaho¬ 
ma,  Pennsylvania,  and  South  Carolina. 
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Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necess.ary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either  Buffa¬ 
lo,  N.Y..  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  100449  (Sub-No.  84),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  MAL- 
LINGER  TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  Rural 
Route  No.  4,  Fort  Dodge.  Iowa  50501. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Thomas  E. 
Leahy,  Jr.,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  New 
Hampton.  Iowa  to  points  in  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  100449  (Sub-No.  85).  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  MAL- 
LINGER  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Rural 
Route  No.  4,  Fort  Dodge.  Iowa  50501. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Thomas  E. 
Leahy,  Jr.,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  as  de¬ 
fined  in  sections  A  and  C  of  appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  (Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and 
766,  from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Wilson  Poods  Corp.  locat¬ 
ed  at  or  near  Cedar  Radips,  Iowa  to 
points  in  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  tl  o  above  named  ori¬ 
gins  and  destined  to  the  named  desti¬ 
nation  states. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  the  hearing  be  held 
at  Dallas,  Tex.,  or  Kansas  City.  Mo. 

No  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  373),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant: 

MELTON  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  7666,  Shreveport,  La.  7110'i.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Wilburn  L. 
Williamson,  280  National  Foundation 
Life  Building,  3535  N.W.  53th  Street. 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Stone,  be¬ 
tween  Manhattan  and  St.  Marys, 
Kans.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  101219  (Sub-No.  61),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  MERIT 
DRESS  DELIVERY.  INC.,  524  West 
38th  Street.  New  York,  N.Y.  10018. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Norman 
Weiss,  P.O.  Box  1409,  lO"!  Fairfield 
Road.  Fairfield.  N.J.  07006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wearing  apparel. 
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on  hangers,  and  materials,  supplies 
and  equipment  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  leearing  apparel,  when  moving 
in  the  same  vehicle  and  at  the  same 
time  with  shipments  of  wearing  appar¬ 
el  on  hangers,  between  Fall  River, 
Mass.,  and  Smithfield,  N.C. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicai'.t  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  192295  (Sub-No.  31),  filed 
December  13,  1577.  Applicant:  GUY 
HEAVENZR,  INC.,  430  School  Lane. 
Harleysville,  Pa.  19438.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Maxwell  A.  Howell, 
1100  Inv-estment  Building,  1511  K 
Street  I7W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tion  of:  Coal  from  points  in  Mahoning 
County,  Ohio  to  points  in  Maine,  Ver¬ 
mont,  New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New 
Jersey,  Maryland,  New  York  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  15,  Pennsylvania 
on  and  east  of  a  line  extending  south 
from  the  Pennsylvania-New  York 
boundary  over  U.S.  Highway  15  to 
junction  U.S.  Interstate  Highv.^ay  81. 
thence  south  over  U.S.  Interstate  81  to 
the  Fennsylvania-Maryland  boundary, 
Delaware,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  or  V/ashingion,  D.C. 

No.  MC  102295  (Sub-No.  32),  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant:  GUY 
HEAVENER,  INC.,  480  School  Lane. 
Harleysville,  Pa.  19433.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Maxwell  A.  Howell, 
1100  Investment  Building.  1511  K 
Street  NW..  Wa.5hington.  D.C.  20005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tion  of:  Brick  and  clay  products,  from 
Richland  Township,  Bucks  County, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts.  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Il¬ 
linois,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina.  Georgia, 
Tennessee,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia.  Brick,  clay  and  clay  products,  (a) 
FYom  Midvale.  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  15  and  New  Jersey;  and  (b) 
Prom  Wallace,  S.C.,  to  points  in  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania.  Delaware.  Mary¬ 
land,  Virginia,  Ohio  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington. 
D.C. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  916),  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant:  ' 

MORGAN  DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  28651 
U.S.  20  V/est,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46514.  Ap- 
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plicant’s  representative:  Paul  D. 
Borghesani  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron,  steel,  iron  and  steel  articles,  ply¬ 
wood.  paneling,  hardboard,  composi¬ 
tion  board,  lumber  and  lumber  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  Houston,  Tex.,  and  Mobile, 
Ala.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  the  states  of  Montana.  Wy¬ 
oming.  Colorado,  and  New  Mexico. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  New 
York.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  917),  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant: 

MORGAN  DRIVE- AWAY,  INC.,  28651 
U.S.  20  West,  Elkhart,  Indiana  46514. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Paul  D. 
Borghesani  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Roofing  materials,  composition  shin¬ 
gles,  rolled  roofing,  roofing  com¬ 
pounds,  and  accessories  thereto,  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  at 
Logan  Long  Roofing  Products,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  to  points  in 
Tennessee,  Mississippi,  Georgia,  Flor¬ 
ida,  and  Kentucky. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Bir¬ 
mingham.  Ala. 

No.  MC  105045  (Sub-No.  77)  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  November  25,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  February  2.  1978,  and  republished 
as  corrected,  this  issue.  Applicant:  R. 
L.  JEFFRIES  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
1020  Pennsylvania  Street,  Evansville. 
Ind.  47701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  C.  McGinnis.  711  Washington 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Mining  ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  and  supplies,  and 
parts  of  or  for  the  above-specified  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  between 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Ken¬ 
tucky. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chica¬ 
go,  Ill.,  or  Washington,  D.C.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  indicate  the  correct 
MC  number  as  MC  105045  (Sub-No.  77)  in 
lieu  of  (Sub-No.  45)  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  1066743  (Sub-No.  275),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant: 

SCHILLI  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  123,  Remington.  Ind.  47977.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Linda  J.  Sundy 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  fertilizers  in 
bulk,  from  the  plantsite  of  Agrico 
Chemical  Co.,  at  Melbourne.  Ky.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Ohio,  Virginia,  and  West 


Virginia.  Restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  the  above 
mentioned  plantsite. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  either 
Chicago.  Ill.,  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  869),  filed 
December  15,  1977,  Applicant:  PRE¬ 
FAB  TRANSIT  CO.,  a  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  146,  Parmer  City.  Ill.  61842. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Mack  Ste¬ 
phenson.  42  Pox  Mill  Lane.  Spring- 
field,  Ill.  62707.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting;  Synthetic  plastic  composition 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Cartersvflle.  Ga..  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Atlan¬ 
ta.  Ga. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1117),  filed 
December  1,  1977.  Applicant:  RUAN 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  3200  Ruan 
Center.  666  Grand  Avenue.  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Check.  P.O.  Box  855,  Des 
Moines.  Iowa  50304.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Toilet  preparations, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  St. 
Paul.  Minn.,  to  points  in  fiorida;  and 
(2)  aluminum  sulphate,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Wisconsin  Rapids. 
Wis.,  to  Waterloo  and  Des  Moines, 
Iowa. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  or 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1118),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  RUAN 
TRANSPORT  CORP,,  3200  Ruan 
Center.  666  Grand  Avenue,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  E.  Check,  P.O.  Box  855,  Des 
Moines.  Iowa  50304.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicles,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Agricultural  pesticides, 
in  bulk,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  utilized  by  Shell  Chemical 
Co.,  a  division  of  Shell  Oil  Co.,  at  or 
near  El  Paso,  Ill.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  or  Chicago.  Ill.  Common  control  may 
be  involved. 

No.  MC  108119  (Sub-No.  75),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  E.  L. 
MURPHY  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corpo¬ 
ration.  P.O.  Box  43010,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55164.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Andrew  R.  Clark.  1000  First  National 
Bank  Building,  Minneapolis.  Minn. 
55402.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 


over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Yard  tractors  between  Lyons,  Ill.,  on 
the  one  hand.  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
or  Washington.  D.C.  Common  control  may 
be  involved. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  384),  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a 
corporation.  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
N.  Jacobs  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  (1) 
Dust,  collectors,  cyclones,  machinery, 
equipment,  and  materials,  parts,  and 
accessones  used  in  air  handling  sys¬ 
tems,  and  (2)  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  Greene  County.  Tenn.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (including  Alaska, 
but  excluding  Hawaii). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Nashville 
or  Knoxville.  Tenn. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  385),  filed 
December  22.  1977.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a 
corporation.  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
N.  Jacobs  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Pre-cut  log  buildings  and  parts,  at¬ 
tachments,  materials,  and  supplies  for 
pre-cut  log  buildings;  and  (2)  lumber, 
wood  products,  and  roofing  materials, 
from  points  in  Arizona  and  Minnesota, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Phoenix. 
Ariz..  or  Las  Vegas.  Nev. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  388),  filed 
January  3.  1978.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 

STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin.  Mo. 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
N.  Jacobs  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Power  distribution  systems,  and  parts, 
equipment,  and  attachments  for  power 
distribution  systems,  from  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(including  Alaska  but  excluding 
Hawaii);  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
or  supplies  (except  conunodities  in 
bulk)  used  in  the  manufacturing  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (1)  above,  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (including  Alaska,  but 
excluding  Hawaii),  to  Tulsa,  Okla. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli- 
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cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Tulsa  or 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  109633  (Sub-No.  26).  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant;  ARBET 
TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  222  East  135th 
Place,  Chicago,  Ill.  60627.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Arnold  L.  Burke,  180 
North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill. 
60601.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic  articles  (except  in  bulk),  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facility  of 
Mobil  Chemical  Co.,  Plastics  Division, 
at  Frankfort,  Ill.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota.  South  Dakota,  Minnesota.  Ne¬ 
braska,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Arkansas.  Illinois,  Tennessee, 
Colorado.  Texas,  Georgia,  New  York, 
South  Carolina,  West  Virginia.  Wyo¬ 
ming,  and  Pennsylvania. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  109708  (Sub-No.  79).  filed 
December-  23,  1977.  Applicant: 

INDIAN  RIVER  TRANSPORT  CO., 
d.b.a.  INDIAN  RIVER  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  AG,  Dundee,  Fla. 
33838.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bruce  A.  Bullock,  Suite  530,  Univac 
Building,  7100  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Alcoholic  liquors, 
neutral  spirits,  wine,  and  brandy,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Auburn- 
dale  and  Lake  Alfred,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  New  Jersey,  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  Maryland,  Michigan.  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  and  Louisi¬ 
ana;  and  (2)  neutral  spirits  and 
brandy,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Roberta.  Ga..  to  Peoria,  Ill.,  and  Sco- 
beryville,  N.J, 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Orlan¬ 
do,  Fla.,  or  Miami,  Fla. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub-No.  214),  filed 
December  27.  1977.  Applicant:  COLD¬ 
WAY  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  747,  State  Route  29  North. 
Sidney.  Ohio  45365.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  M.  Scanlan,  111 
West  Washington  Street.  Chicago,  Ill. 
60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  MCC  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Swift  &  Co.  plants  at/or  near  Grand 
Island  and  Omaha.  Nebr.;  Des  Moines. 
Glenwood,  Marshalltowm,  and  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia.  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 


Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  111170  (Sub-No.  245),  filed 
December  27,  1977).  Applicant: 

WHEELING  PIPE  LINE.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1718,  El  Dorado,  Ark.  71730.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Don  A.  Smith, 
P.O.  Box  43,  510  North  Greenwood, 
Fort  Smith,  Ark.  72902.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Salt  cake,  in, 
bulk,  from  East  Camden,  Ark.,  to 
points  in  Louisiana  and  Texas;  (2)  alu¬ 
mina,  in  bulk,  from  Bauxite,  Ark.,  to 
points  in  Texas;  (3)  liquid  chemicals, 
in  tank  trucks,  from  points  in  Union 
County,  Ark.,  to  points  in  California. 
Illinois,  Mississippi.  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  and  Wisconsin;  and 
(4)  alkyldimethylamine,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Ethyl  Corp.,  located  in  Co¬ 
lumbia  County,  Ark.,  to  Memphis, 
Tenn.;  Janesville,  Wis.;  and  Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  or  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  111720  (Sub-No.  17),  filed 
December  30.  1977.  Applicant:  WIL¬ 
LIAMS  TRUCKS  SERVICE.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  40.  Sioux  Falls.  S.  Dak. 
57101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Scott  E.  Daniel,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat 
byproducts,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carri¬ 
er  Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and  766, 
from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  utilized  by  John  Morrell  Co. 
at  or  neat  Esterville,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia.  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mississip¬ 
pi,  Massachusetts.  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey.  New  York,  North  Caroli¬ 
na,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virgin¬ 
ia,  and  West  Virginia,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  John 
Morrell  &  Co. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Sioux 
Palls,  S.  Dak.,  or  Chicago.  Ill. 

MC  111720  (Sub-No.  18),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1977.  Applicant:  WTL- 

LIAMS  TRUCK  SERVICE.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  40,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.  57101.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Scott  E. 
Daniel,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  dairy  products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packing-houses  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A,  B,  and  C  of  ap¬ 


pendix  1  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  MCC 
209  and  766,  from  the  plantsites  and 
or  warehouse  facilities  utilized  by 
John  Morrell  &,  Co.  at  or  near  Sioux 
Falls,  S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Illinois.  In¬ 
diana,  and  Wisconsin,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  John 
Morrell  «fc  Co. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Sioux 
Falls,  S.  Dak.,  or  Chicago  Ill. 

MC  111812  (Sub-No.  554),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1977.  Applicant:  MID¬ 

WEST  COAST  TRANSPORT.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1233,  Sioux  Falls.  S.  Dak. 
57101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Ralph  H.  Jinks,  P.O.  Box  1233,  Sioux 
Falls.  S.  Dak.  57101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A  and  C  of  appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  MCC 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  Swift  &  Co. 
plants  located  at/or  near  Grand  Island 
and  Omaha,  Nebr.;  Des  Moines,  Glen¬ 
wood.  Marshalltown,  and  Sioux  City. 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Alabama.  Florida. 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  Tennessee. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Omaha, 
Nebr.  Conunon  control  may  be  involved. 

Docket  No.  MC  112223  (Sub  105), 
filing  date  December  22,  1977.  Appli¬ 
cant:  QUICKIE  TRANSPORT  CO.,  a 
corporation,  1700  New  Brighton  Bou¬ 
levard,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55413.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Earl  Hacking. 
1700  New  Brighton  Boulevard,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.  55413.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Anhydrous  ammonia,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Algona, 
Spencer,  and  Gamer.  Iowa,  to  points 
in  Minnesota  and  South  Dakota. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  be  at  either  Minne¬ 
apolis  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  112304  (Sub-No.  124),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  ACE 
DORAN  HAULING  Sc  RIGGING  CO., 
a  corporation,  1601  Blue  Rock  Street, 
Cincinatti,  Ohio  45223.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  D.  Herbert  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which,  because  of 
size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment  or  handling,  from  the 
plantsite,  warehouse,  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  of  the  Rockcastle  Steel  Corp., 
located  in  Rockcastle  County,  Ky..  to 
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points  in  the  Unites  States  (except 
Hawaii  and  Alaska). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Louisville, 
Ky.,  or  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  Common  control 
may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  346)  (cor¬ 
rection),  filed  November  28,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  January  26.  1978,  and  republished 
as  corrected,  this  issue.  Applicant: 

McKenzie  tank  lines,  inc.,  p.o. 

Box  1200,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Thomas  F. 
Panebianco  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
between  points  in  Monroe  County, 
Ala.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  Georgia,  Florida,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Arkan¬ 
sas.  and  Tennessee. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Mobile,  Ala.  or  Atlan¬ 
ta,  Ga.  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  reflect  applicant’s  MC  number  as  MC 
112520  (Sub-No.  346)  in  lieu  of  (Sub-No.  246) 
as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  112539  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant:  PER- 
CHAK  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
811,  Hazleton,  Pa.  18201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121 
South  Main  Street,  Taylor,  Pa.  18517. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
beryl  ore,  from  Hazleton,  Pa.  to  Delta, 
Utah. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  113106  (Sub-No.  50),  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant:  THE 
BLUE  DIAMOND  CO.,  a  corporation. 
4401  East  Fairmount  Avenue,  Balti¬ 
more.  Md.  21224.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Execu¬ 
tive  Building.  1030  15th  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.,  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Salt,  in  packages, 
from  the  facilities  of  Watkins  Salt  Co., 
at  White  Marsh.  Md.,  to  Watkins 
Glen,  N.Y. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Wa.sh- 
ingtcm.  D.C. 

No.  MC  113362  (Sub-No.  316),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  ELLS¬ 
WORTH  FREIGHT  LINES.  INC.,  310 
East  Broadway,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa 
50533.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Milton  D.  Adams.  1105V2  Eighth 
Avenue.  NE.,  P.O.  Box  429,  Austin, 
Minn.  55912.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 


porting:  Nonjrozen  foodstuffs,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  (except  meat,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts.  dairy  products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meatpacking  houses),  from 
Beaver  Valley  (Tanning  Co.,  Grimes, 
Iowa;  Reinbeck  Canning  Co..  Rein¬ 
beck,  Iowa:  Ackley  Pood  Processors. 
Ackley,  Iowa:  and  Vista  Products, 
Storm  Lake,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama.  Florida.  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia, 
and  West  Virginia.  Restriction:  Re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  the  above  named 
origin  points  and  destined  to  the  above 
named  destination  States. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Des  Moines. 
Iowa  or  Chicago.  Ill. 

No.  MC  113651  (Sub-No.  252),  filed 
December  22.  1977.  Applicant:  INDI¬ 
ANA  REFRIGERATOR  LINES.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  552,  Muncie,  Ind.  47305.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  George  E. 
Batty,  P.O.  Box  552,  Muncie,  Ind. 
47305.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meat,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products  as  described  in  sections  A  and 
C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Nashville,  Term.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  east  of  Montana,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Colorado,  and  New  Mexico.  Re¬ 
striction:  Restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  plantsite  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  Baltz  Brothers  Packing  Co.,  at 
or  near  Nashville.  Tenn.,  and  destined 
to  the  named  destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  113651  (Sub-No.  254),  filed 
December  20,  1977.  Applicant:  INDI¬ 
ANA  REFRIGERATOR  LINES.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  552,  Muncie,  Ind.  47305.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  George  E. 
Batty,  P.O.  Box  552,  Muncie.  Ind. 
47305.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transportating: 
Meat,  meat  products  and  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts  as  described  in  sections  A,  B  and 
C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi. 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 
Restriction;  Restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  plantsite  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  of  John  Morrell  &  Co.,  located 
at  or  near  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  and 
destined  to  the  named  destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chica¬ 
go.  Ill. 


No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  397),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant;  INTER¬ 
NATIONAL  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Road  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn. 
55901.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mi¬ 
chael  E.  Miller,  502  First  National 
Bank  Building.  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  transporting:  (1) 
Aircraft,  aircraft  engines  and  aircraft 
assemblies,  (2)  equipment  used  in  the 
maintenance,  servicing  and  operation 
of  aircraft,  and  (3)  parts  of  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (excluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii) 
for  the  account  of  Scandinavian  Air¬ 
lines  System. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Washin^on, 
D.C. 

No,  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  337),  filed 
December  29,  1977.  Applicant; 

WARREN  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  420,  324  Manhard  Street.  Water¬ 
loo.  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Mr.  Daniel  Sullivan,  Suite  1600, 
10  South  La  Salle.  Chicago,  Ill.  60604. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
by  motor  vehicle,  transporting;  Plastic 
pipe  and  plastic  products  and  materi¬ 
als  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  thereof  (except  commodities  in 
bulk  and  those  which  because  of  size 
or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  between  Geneva  County, 
Ala.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  in¬ 
cluding  Alaska  (except  Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
we  request  that  it  be  held  at  either  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.,  or  Washington.  D.C.,  and  at  the 
same  time  and  place  as  similar  applications 
filed  by  12  other  carriers. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  318),  filed 
December  12,  1977.  Applicant:  CRST, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68.  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kenneth  L.  Core  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron  and  steel  articles  from  Plymouth, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  Illinois.  Restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  Plymouth, 
Minn.,  and  destined  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Chicago.  Ill.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  344),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  DART 
TRANSIT  CO.,  a  corporation,  2i02 
University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55114.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Christian  V.  Graf,  Elsquire,  407  North 
Front  Street,  Harrisburg.  Pa.  17101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 
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over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Canned  and  preserved  foodstvffs,  from 
the  facilities  of  Heinz  U.S.A..  Division 
of  H.  J.  Heinz  Co.,  at  or  near  Musca¬ 
tine  and  Iowa  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Kansas,  Missouri,  and  Nebraska,  and 
the  upper  peninsula  of  Michigan.  Re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  and 
destined  to  the  above  origins  and  des¬ 
tinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  346),  filed 
January  3,  1978.  Applicant:  DART 
TRANSIT  CO.  (  a  corporation)  2102 
University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55114.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  H.  Wills  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Containers,  container  closures,  con¬ 
tainer  components  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  containers  from  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  to  points  in  Michigan, 
Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania. 

Note.— If  hearing  i&-deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  114632  (Sub-No.  127),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  APPLE 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  287,  Madison, 
S.  Dak.  57042.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Michael  L.  Carter,  P.O.  Box  287, 
Madison,  S.  Dak.  57042.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Candy  and  con¬ 
fectionery,  from  the  facilities  of 
Switzer  Candy  Co.,  Division  of  Be¬ 
atrice  Poods  Corp.,  at  or  near  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  to  Phoenix,  Ariz.;  Cabazon, 
Los  Angeles,  Sunnyvale.  Calif.;  Denver 
Colo.;  Pocatello,  Idaho;  Portland, 
Oreg.;  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  Seattle. 
Spokane,  Wash. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  No  MC  129706,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quest  it  be  held  at  either  St.  Louis  or 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  114969  (Sub-No.  68).  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant:  PRO¬ 
PANE  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
232,  1734  State  Route  131,  Milford. 
Ohio  45150.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  James  R.  Stiverson,  1396  West 
Fifth  Avenue.  Columbus,  Ohio  43212. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Dry  fertilizer,  in  bulk,  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Agrico  Chemical  Co.  at  Mel¬ 
bourne,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia.  Restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  above-named  plantsite. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 


No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  400),  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant:  POOLE 
TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500, 
Evergreen.  Ala.  36401.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  E.  Tate,  Regis¬ 
tered  Practitioner,  P.O.  Drawer  500, 
Evergreen,  Ala.  36401.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Composition 
board,  from  Monticcllo,  Ga.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of  the 
States  of  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Nebraska,  Colorado,  Oklaho¬ 
ma,  and  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  402),  filed 
December  22,  1977,  Applicant:  POOLE 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500, 
Evergreen.  Ala.  36401.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  E.  Tate,  P.O. 
Drawer  500,  Evergreen,  Ala.  36401.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Roofing,  roof¬ 
ing  materials,  and  accessories  there¬ 
with,  from  the  facilities  utilized  by  Elk 
Corp,  at  or  near  Stephens  and 
Camden,  Ark.,  to  Texas.  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  Missouri,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Kentucky.  Illinois,  and  Indi¬ 
ana. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Mem¬ 
phis.  Tenn.,  or  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  115496  (Sub-No.  77),  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant: 

LUMBER  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  111,  Cochran,  Ga.  31014.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Virgil  H.  Smith, 
Suite  12,  1587  Phoenix  Boulevard,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30349.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Composition  board,  from 
Monticello,  Ga.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Colorado,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta  or 
Augusta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115730  (Sub-No.  41).  Decem¬ 
ber  27,  1977,  Applicant:  THE 

MICKOW  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  1774,  531 
Southwest  Sixth  Street,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50306.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Cecil  L.  Goettsch,  1100  Des  Moines 
Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregu¬ 
lar  routes  transporting:  Iron  and  steel 
articles,  between  Chicago.  Ill.,  and 
points  in  Colorado. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in  Chica¬ 
go,  Ill.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  590),  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANS¬ 


PORTATION.  INC.,  Suite  no.  9041 
Executive  Park  Drive,  Knoxville. 
Tenn.  37919.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Hei.sley,  805  McLach- 
len  Bank  Building,  666  11th  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20001.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat 
products,  meat  byproducts,  and  arti¬ 
cles  distributed  by  meat  packingh¬ 
ouses,  from  Dallas  and  Fort  Worth, 
Tex,,  to  points  in  California,  Arizona. 
New  Mexico,  Colorado,  Oregon,  and 
Washington. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  116371  (Sub-No.  8).  filed  De¬ 
cember  21,  1977.  Applicant:  LIQUID 
CARGO  LINES  LIMITED.  P.O.  Box 
269,  Clarkson,  Ontario,  Canada.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  W.  Ester, 
100  West  Long  Lake  Road,  Suite  102, 
Bloomfield  Hills.  Mich.  48013.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  sugar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  ports  of 
entry  on  the  international  boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  on  the  Detroit  and  St.  Clair 
Rivers,  to  points  in  Michigan  and 
Ohio, 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Buffa¬ 
lo,  N.Y.  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  117344  (Sub-No.  266),  filed 
December  21,  1977.  Applicant:  THE 
MAXWELL  CO.,  a  corporation,  10380^ 
Evendale  Drive,  Cincinnati,  Ohio 
45215.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  R.  Stiverson,  1396  West  Fifth 
Avenue,  Columbus.  Ohio  43212.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Dry  fertilizer, 
in  bulk,  from  the  plantsite  of  Agrico 
Chemical  Co.  at  Melbourne,  Ky.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Ohio,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  the  above- 
named  plantsite. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117686  (Sub-No.  200),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant: 

HIRSCHBACH  MOTOR  LINES.  INC., 
5000  South  Lewis  Boulevard,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa  51102.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  George  L.  Hirschbach  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Section  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
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Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk).  Prom  the  plantsite 
and  cold  storage  facilities  utilized  by 
Iowa  Beef  Processors.  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Dakota  City,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Restriction:  Restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
above  described  state. 

Note.— If  an  oral  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  Ill.  or  St.  Paul,  Minn.  Common 
control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  117940  (Sub-No.  249),  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONWIDE  CARRIERS,  INC,,  P.O. 
Box  104,  Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Allan  L. 
Timmerman,  5300  Highw'ay  12,  P.O. 
Box  104,  Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods,  (except  in  bulk),  from 
points  in  Cameron,  Hidalgo,  and  Wil¬ 
lacy  Counties,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Florida, 
Delaware,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maryland.  Massachusetts,  Missis¬ 
sippi.  New  Jersey.  New  Hampshire, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylva¬ 
nia.  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina. 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  (Columbia,  restrict¬ 
ed  to  the  transportation  of  shipments 
originating  at  named  origins  and  des¬ 
tined  to  named  destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  San  An¬ 
tonio,  Tex. 

No.  MC  117940  (Sub-No.  252),  filed 
January  3.  1978.  Applicant:  NA'TION- 
WIDE  CARRIERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
104,  Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Allan  L.  Tim¬ 
merman,  5300  Highway  12,  P.O,  Box 
104,  Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Such  mer¬ 
chandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  discoimt  and 
variety  stores,  (except  foodstuffs  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Chicago, 
Ill.,  and  Memphis,  Term.,  to  points  in 
California,  restricted  to  transportation 
of  shipments  originating  at  named  ori¬ 
gins  and  destined  to  the  facilities  of  K 
Mart  Corp.  at  named  destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Eietroit, 
Mich. 

No.  MC  118159  (Sub-No.  239),  filed 
December  15.  1977,  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONAL  REFRIGERA'TED  'TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  51366,  Dawson 
Station,  Tulsa.  Okla.  74151.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Warren  Taylor 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Candy  or  confec¬ 


tionery,  from  the  plantsite  and/or 
storage  facilities  of  Peter  Paul,  Inc.  at 
or  near  Frankfort,  Logansport,  and  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.;  to  points  in  Texas,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Louisiana. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  118989  (Sub  No.  173),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  CON¬ 
TAINER  TRANSIT,  INC.,  5223  South 
9th  Street.  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53221.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Albert  A. 
Andrin,  180  North  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago.  Ill.  60601.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Drums  and  pails,  from 
Peotone,  Ill.  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware.  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub  No.  409),  fUed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  CARA¬ 
VAN  REFRIGERATED  CARGO, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6188,  Dallas.  Tex. 
75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  K.  Newbold,  Jr.  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Meats,  meat  produx:ts,  meat 
by-products,  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  Report  in  descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  conunodities  in 
bulk),  from  Omaha,  Nebr.  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Mississippi,  New  Hampshire. 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caroli¬ 
na,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South  Caroli¬ 
na,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub  No.  410),  fUed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  CARA¬ 
VAN  REFRIGERATED  CARGO, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6188,  Dallas.  Tex. 
75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  K.  Newbold,  Jr.  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routed,  trans¬ 
porting:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products,  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  Report  in  Descriptions  in  motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Hereford,  Tex.,  to  points 


in  California,  Oregon,  and  Washing¬ 
ton. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Phoenix,  Ariz. 

No.  MC  121060  (Sub-No.  52),  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant: 

ARROW  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  1416,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35201.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  P. 
Jackson.  Jr.,  3426  N.  Washington 
Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  1267,  Arlington.  Va. 
22210.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Pipe,  fittings,  and  accessories  there¬ 
fore  (except  in  bulk),  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  McWane  Cast  Iron  Pipe  Co., 
Inc.,  in  Birmingham.  Ala.,  and  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Union  Foundry  Co.,  Inc.,  in 
Anniston,  Ala.  to  points  In  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  North  Dakota. 
South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Kansas, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  heid  at  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  121066  (Sub-No.  6).  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1977.  Applicant:  NEBRAS¬ 
KA  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
621,  Scottsbluff,  Nebr.  68361.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Gailyn  L. 
Larsen,  521  South  14th  Street.  P.O. 
Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses.  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Geo.  A.  Hormel  &  Co.,  located  at  or 
near  Scottsbluff,  Nebr.,  to  points  in 
Iowa  and  Minnesota. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Minneapolis,  Minn,  or  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  121107  (Sub-No.  16).  filed 
December  14,  1977.  Applicant:  PITT 
COUNTY  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  207,  Farmville.  N.C. 
27828.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harry  J.  Jordan,  1000  16th  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.C.  20036.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
veneer,  plywood,  and  forest  products 
from  Kellum,  Weyco,  Plymouth,  and 
Lewiston.  N.C.,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut.  Delaware.  Maryland,  Maine.  Mas¬ 
sachusetts.  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island.  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Ra¬ 
leigh,  N.C.  or  Washington,  D.C. 
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No.  MC  123048  (Sub-No.  381),  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant:  DIA¬ 
MOND  TRANSPORTATION 

SYSTEM.  INC.,  5021  21st  Street.  P.O. 
Box  1557,  Racine,  Wis.  53401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  C.  Gartzke, 
121  West  Doty  Street,  Madison,  Wis. 
53703.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plywood,  particleboard,  hardboard, 
moulding,  gypsumboard,  plastic  arti¬ 
cles  and  accessories  used  in  the  instal¬ 
lation  thereof,  from  Chesapeake,  Va., 
to  Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas. 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  South 
Dakota,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  either 
at  Washington,  D.C.,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  123157  (Sub-No.  37).  filed 
December  13,  1977.  Applicant:  CTI. 
P.O.  Box  397,  Rillito,  Ariz.  85246.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  A.  Michael 
Bernstein,  1441  E.  Thomas  Road, 
Phoenix,  Ariz.  85014.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Lime,  in  bulk,  from  Arizona  to  Clark 
County,  Nev. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
either  Phoenix,  Ariz.  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  428),  filed 
December  22.  1977.  Applicant: 

SAWYER  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South 
Haven  Square.  U.S.  Highway  6,  Val¬ 
paraiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  ad¬ 
dress  for  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Building,  wall  and 
insulating  boards,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  there¬ 
of  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Beaver  Palls,  Pa.;  Marietta,  Pa.; 
Macon,  Ga.;  and  Pensacola,  F7a.,  to 
points  in  Texas,  Oklahoma.  Arizona. 
Colorado,  and  New  Mexico;  (2)  floor 
coverings  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  installation  thereof  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  from  Jackson, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Texas;  and  (3) 
return  and  refused  shipments,  from 
the  destination  points  in  parts  1  and  2 
above  to  the  points  of  origin  in  parts  1 
and  2  above. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Philadelphia.  Pa., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  123476  (Sub-No.  30),  filed 
December  21,  1977.  Applicant: 

CURTIS  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3616 
Jeffco  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  388, 
Arnold,  Mo.  63010.  Representative: 
David  G.  Dimit  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ex¬ 


panded  plastic  products,  from  facili¬ 
ties  utilized  by  Dow  Chemical  Co.  at  or 
near  Bay  City,  Mich.,  and  East 
Camden,  Ark.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
the  United  States  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  85. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis  or 
JeUerson  City,  Mo.  or  Springfield,  Ill. 

No.  MC  124511  (Sub-No.  41),  filed 
December  29,  1977.  Applicant:  JOHN 
F.  OLIVER.  P.O.  Box  223,  E.  Highway 
54,  Mexico.  Mo.  65265.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Leonard  R.  Kofkin,  39 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill. 
60603.  Authority  sought  to  orerate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Iron  and  steel  articles  and  building 
and  construction  materials,  from  the 
facilities  of  or  utilized  by  Penn-Dixie 
Industries,  Inc.,  Penn-Dixie  Steel 
Corp.,  and  subsidiaries  of  the  forego¬ 
ing  companies  located  at  or  near  Lan¬ 
sing,  Mich.;  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.;  Pe- 
toskey,  Mich.;  Holland,  Mich,;  Detroit, 
Mich.;  Milwaukee,  Wis.;  Chicago,  Ill.; 
Blue  Island,  Ill.;  Joliet,  Ill.;  Kokomo, 
Ind.;  Fort  Wayne,  Ind,;  North  Judson, 
Ind.;  Elkhart,  Ind.;  Cicero,  Ind.;  Cen¬ 
terville,  Iowa;  West  Des  Moines,  Iowa; 
Denver,  Colo.;  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.; 
Jackson.  Miss.;  Columbus,  Ohio;  To- 
loedo,  Ohio;  Kingsport,  Tenn.;  Knox¬ 
ville,  Tenn.;  South  Pittsburgh  (Rich¬ 
ard  City),  N.C.;  Cabot,  Pa.;  Nazareth, 
Pa.;  North  Arlington,  N.J.;  and 
Newton,  Kans.;  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  Oklahoma;  and  (2)  materi¬ 
als,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
commodities  named  in  (.1)  above,  from 
points  in  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas.  Missouri  and  Oklaho¬ 
ma,  to  the  facilities  of  or  utilized  by 
Penn-Dixie  Industries,  Penn-Dixie 
Steel  Corp.  and  subsidiaries  of  the 
foregoing  companies  located  at  or  near 
Lansing,  Mich.;  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.; 
Petoskey,  Mich.;  Holland,  Mich.;  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.;  Milwaukee,  Wis.;  Chicago, 
Ill.;  Blue  Island.  Ill.;  Joilet,  Ill.; 
Kokomo.  Ind.;  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.; 
North  Judson,  Ind.;  Elkhart,  Ind.; 
Cicero,  Ind.;  Centerville,  Iowa;  West 
Des  Moines,  Iowa;  Denver,  Colo.;  Albu¬ 
querque,  N.  Mex.;  Toledo,  Ohio; 
Kingsport,  Tenn.;  Knoxville,  Tenn.; 
South  Pittsburgh  (Richard  City), 
Tenn.;  Atlanta,  Ga.;  Salisbury,  N.C.; 
Cabot,  Pa.;  Nazareth,  Pa.;  North  Ar¬ 
lington,  N.J.;  and  Newton,  Kans. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  124692  (Sub-No.  189).  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  SAM¬ 
MONS  TRUCKING,  a  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  4347,  Missoula,  Mont.  59806. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  David 
Douglas  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 


common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Hardwood  systems,  synthetic  flooring 
systems,  hardwood  and  synthetic  floor¬ 
ing  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  installation  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above,  and  (3)  lumber,  wood  prod¬ 
ucts  and  millwork,  from  the  facilities 
of  Abendroth-Gamble-Ahonen  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Amasa,  Mich,,  to  North 
Dalcota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Iowa,  Missouri.  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado, 
New  Mexico,  Idaho,  Utah,  Arizona, 
Nevada,  Washington,  Oregon,  and 
California. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  124839  (Sub-No.  31).  filed 
December  5.  1977.  Applicant:  BUILD¬ 
ERS  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
7057,  Savannah,  Ga.  31408.  Applicant’s 
representative:  B.  M.  Shirley  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Propane  gas,  in  bulk,  in 
shipper  owned  tank  trailers,  from  Hat¬ 
tiesburg,  Miss,  to  Butner,  N.C.;  Laurin- 
burg,  N.C.;  Savannah,  Ga.  and  Winder, 
Ga.,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Johns-Manville  Sales  Corp. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  either 
at  Atlanta,  Ga.  or  Savannah,  Ga. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  92),  filed 
December  20,  1977.  Applicant:  MA¬ 
CHINERY  TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  116 
Allied  Road,  Stroud,  Okla.  74709.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  David  J. 
Lister,  1945  South  Redwood  Road, 
Salt  lAke  City,  Utah  84104.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Commodities, 
the  transportation  of  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  requires  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  and  of  related  machin¬ 
ery  parts  and  related  contractors’  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  when  their  trans¬ 
portation  is  incidental  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  by  carrier  of  conrunodities  which 
by  reason  of  size  or  weight  require  spe¬ 
cial  equipment;  (2)  Self-propelled  vehi¬ 
cles,  each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or 
more  (except  motor  vehicles  as  de¬ 
fined  in  section  203(a)(13)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  and  vehicles 
moving  in  driveaway  service),  and  re¬ 
lated  machinery  tools,  parts  and  sup¬ 
plies  moving  in  connection  therewith; 
(3)  General  commodities  (except 
motor  vehicles  as  defined  in  section 
203(a)(13)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act),  in  mixed  loads  with  the  commod¬ 
ities  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  when  the 
mixed  load  moves  on  a  single  bill  of 
lading  from  a  single  consignor;  (4) 
farm,  construction,  mining  and  indus¬ 
trial  equipment  and  parts,  attach¬ 
ments,  accessories  and  supplies  there¬ 
for;  (5)  Machinery,  equipment,  materi- 
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als  and  supplies  used  in.  or  in  connec¬ 
tion  with,  the  discovery,  development, 
production,  refining,  manufacture, 
processing,  storage,  transmission,  and 
distribution  of  natural  gas  and  petro¬ 
leum  and  their  products  and  byprod¬ 
ucts;  and  machinery,  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  in.  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  construction,  oper¬ 
ation,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance 
and  dismantling  of  pipelines,  including 
the  stringing  and  picking  up  thereof; 
and  earth  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  and  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  supplies  and  pipe,  in¬ 
cidental  to,  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with  (a)  the  transportation,  installa¬ 
tion,  removal,  operations,  repair,  ser¬ 
vicing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling 
of  drilling  machinery  and  equipment, 
(b)  the  completion  of  holes  or  wells 
drilled,  (c)  the  production,  storage  and 
transmission  of  commodities  resulting 
from  drilling  operations  at  w'ell  or  hole 
sites,  and  (d)  injection  or  removal  of 
commodities  into  or  from  holes  or 
wells;  (6)  Construction  and  mining 
material;  (7)  iron  and  steel  articles;  (8) 
Composition  board,  between  points  in 
New  Mexico,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Arizona,  Colorado, 
Kansas.  Oklahoma  and  Texas. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Albuquerque.  N.  Mex. 
or  Phoenix.  Ariz. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  137),  filed 
December  27, 1977,  Applicant:  F 

F-B  TRUCK  UNE  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  1945  South  Redwood  Road.  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84104.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  J.  Lister,  1945 
South  Redwood  Road.  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84104.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Metal  ingots  (except  in  bulk), 
from  Paramount.  Calif.,  to  Decatur. 
Ill. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  or 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  126276  (Sub-No.  188),  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant:  FAST 
MOTOR  SERVICE.  INC.,  9100  Plain- 
field  Road.  Brookfield.  Ill.  60513.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Albert  A. 
Andrin.  180  North  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60601.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Containers,  and  contain¬ 
er  ends,  accessories,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  connection  with  the  man¬ 
ufacture  and  distribution  of  contain¬ 
ers  (except  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  which  because  of  size  or  weight, 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
between  Worland,  Wyo.,  on  the  one 
hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  Montana. 
Vvyoming,  Colorado.  Oklahoma  and 


Texas,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Crown  Cork  &  Seal  Co. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago. 
Ill. 

No.  MC  126305  (Sub-No.  89).  filed 
December  20,  1977.  Applicant:  BOYD 
BROTHERS  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  INC.,  R.D.  1.  Clayton,  Ala.  36016. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone,  N.J. 
07934.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Spheres,  high¬ 
way  marking  strip  glass,  and  crushed 
glass,  from  the  facilities  of  Potters  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Apex,  N.C.,  to 
points  in  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  and 
Virginia;  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
beaded  and  pulverized  glass  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  the  desti¬ 
nations  named  in  (1)  above  to  the 
origin  point  in  (1)  above. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  126736  (Sub-No.  104),  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant:  FLOR¬ 
IDA  ROCK  «fe  TANK  LINES.  INC., 
155  East  21st  Street,  P.O.  Box  1559, 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  32201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  L.  H.  Blow  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  lubricating 
and  process  oils,  in  bulk  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles  including  insulated  tanks,  from 
Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to  all  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama  and  Oneida,  Term. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Jacksonville, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  127187  (Sub-No.  32).  filed 
December  13,  1977.  Applicant:  FLOYD 
DUENOW,  INC.,  1728  Industrial  Park 
Boulevard.  Fergus  Falls,  Minn.  56537. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Greg  C. 
Johnson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Dolomite  and  dolomite  products,  from 
points  in  Bernardino,  Inyo,  Kern,  and 
Los  Angeles  Counties  in  Calif.,  to 
points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  or  Minneapolis.  St.  Paul. 
Minn., 

No.  MC  127478  (Sub-No.  6).  filed  De¬ 
cember  22.  1977.  Applicant:  WILLIAM 
M.  HAYES,  d.b.a.  HAYES  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO..  P.O.  Box  31.  Winterville, 
Ga.  30683.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Virgil  H.  Smith.  Suite  12.  1587  Phoe¬ 
nix  Boulevard.  Atlanta.  Ga.  30349.  Au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 


routes  in  the  transportation  of,  frozen 
foodstuff,  from  the  plantsite  of  Kitch¬ 
ens  of  Sara  Lee  at  New  Hampton. 
Iowa,  to  Atlanta,  Ga. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga.. 
or  Deerfield,  Ill. 

No.  MC  127834  (Sub-No.  120),  filed 
December  12,  1977.  Applicant: 

CHEROKEE  HAUUNG  &  RIG¬ 
GING.  INC.,  Nashville.  Tenn.,  37202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Carl  U. 
Hurst,  P.O,  Drawer  "L”,  Madisonville, 
Ky.,  42431.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Roofing  and  roofing  materials, 
from  the  facilities  of  Masonite  Corp., 
located  in  Pulaski  County.  Ark.,  to 
points  in  Florida.  Georgia.  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mis.souri  (except 
St.  Louis),  Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas.  ’ 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Memphis,  Tenn., 
Nashville.  Tenn.,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  128205  (sub-No.  44),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  BULK- 
MATIC  TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion.  12000  South  Doty  Avenue,  Chica¬ 
go,  Ill.  60628.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Arnold  L.  Burke,  180  North  La 
Salle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Lead  oxide,  in 
bulk,  from  Brazil,  Ind.,  to  Chicago,  III. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  128235  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
December  13,  1977.  Applicant:  AL 
JOHNSON  TRUCKING.  INC.,  151;6 
Marshall  NE.,  Minneapolis.  Minn. 
55413.  Applicant’s  representative:  Earl 
Hacking,  1700  New  Brighton  Boule¬ 
vard,  Minneapolis.  Minn.  55413.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt  bev¬ 
erages,  in  containers,  from  Miller 
Brewing  Co.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.;  (2)  alcoholic  beverages 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Peoria,  Ill.,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  Frankfort,  Ky..  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  and  Lawrenceburg,  Ind.,  to  Hib- 
bing,  Minn.;  (3)  alcoholic  beverages 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Owensboro, 
Ky.,  Louisville,  Ky„  Frankfort,  Ky„ 
Lawrenceburg.  Ind.,  Lawrenceburg, 
Ky.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  Peoria,  Ill.,  and 
Plainfield,  Ill.,  to  St.  Paul,  Minn.;  and 
(4)  alcoholic  beverages  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Lawrenceburg,  Ind.,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio,  Louisville,  Ky.,  Frank¬ 
fort,  Ky.,  Bardstown,  Ky.,  and  Owens¬ 
boro,  Ky..  to  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis 
or  St.  Paul.  Minn. 

No.  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  277),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  MID- 
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WESTERN  DISTRIBUTION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  189,  Port  Scott,  Kans.  66701. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Eldon 
Corban  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Paper  and  paper  products,  pulpboard, 
products  produced  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of 
paper  and  paper  products,  and  materi¬ 
als,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  foregoing  commodities  (except 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  and  except  commodities  in 
bulk  in  tank  vehicles),  (1)  between 
Camden,  Ark.,  and  Redwood,  Miss.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii);  (2)  between  Pine 
Bluff,  Ark.,  on  the  one  hand  and,  on 
the  other,  points  within  the  states  of 
Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Idaho, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
Mexico,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oregon,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
South  Dakota,  Utah,  Vermont,  Virgin¬ 
ia,  Washington,  West  Virginia,  Wyo¬ 
ming  and  the  District  of  Columbia:  (3) 
from  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Mississip¬ 
pi,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee, 
Texas  and  Wisconsin,  To  Pine  Bluff, 
Ark.;  (4)  between  Mobile,  Ala.,  and 
Moss  Point,  Miss.,  on  the  one  hand 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama, 
Connecticut,  Wilmington,  Delaware, 
and  its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  points  in  that  part  of 
Florida  west  of  the  Apalachicola 
River,  Ga.,  points  in  Illinois  North  and 
east  of  a  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  36  from  the  Illinois-Indiana 
State  line  to  Springfield,  Ill.,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  29  to  Peru,  Ill., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  the 
Illinois-Wisconsin  State  line,  Indiana, 
Louisville,  Kentucky,  and  its  commer¬ 
cial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Jersey,  points  in  that  part  of  New 
York  north  and  east  of  U.S.  Alternate 
Highway  20  from  Lake  Erie  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  its  junction 
with  New  York  Highway  8,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  8  to  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  State  line.  North 
Carolina,  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio 
on,  west  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  a  point  on  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State  line  near  Sharon.  Pa.,  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  Columbus, 
Ohio,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to 
Circleville,  Ohio,  and  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  22  to  Cincinnati.  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 


Carolina,  Tennessee,  Richmond,  Va., 
and  its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  points  in  that  part  of 
West  Virginia  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
33,  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  and  its  com¬ 
mercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  128746  (Sub-No.  33),  filed 
December  22.  1977.  Applicant: 

D’AGATA  NATIONAL  TRUCKING 
CO.,  a  corporation.  3240  South  61st 
Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19153.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Edward  J.  Kiley, 
1730  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Mall  beverages  and  related  advertising 
materials,  from  Eden,  N.C.,  to  points 
in  Delaware,  District  of  Columbia, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey.  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  (2)  materials,  supplies,  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture, 
sale,  and  distribution  of  malt  bever¬ 
ages,  and  returned  empty  malt  bever¬ 
age  containers  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  Delaware,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  New  York,  Mary¬ 
land,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia,  to  Eden,  N.C. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  129191  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  RICHARD 
T.  PLATTNER,  doing  business  as 
JANS  MOTOR  SERVICE,  4640  West 
120th  Street.  Alsip,  Ill.  60658.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Albert  A. 
Andrin,  180  North  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60601.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Building  and  roofing 
materials,  including  shingles,  roll  roof¬ 
ing,  saturated  paper,  roof  coatings, 
roof  cements,  floor  coverings,  and  ad¬ 
hesives,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  distribution  or  installation 
of  building  and  roofing  materials 
(except  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
The  Flintkote  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
Chicago  Heights,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Michigan,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Ohio,  and  those  points  in 
Boone,  Delaware,  Fountain,  Hamilton, 
Madison,  Montgomery,  and  Randolph 
Counties,  Ind. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  129645  (Sub-No.  66).  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant:  BASIL 
J.  SMEESTER  and  JOSEPH  G. 
SMEESTER,  a  partnership  d.b.a. 
SMEESTER  BROTHERS  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  1330  South  Jackson  Stret,  Iron 
Mountain.  Mich.  49801.  Applicant’s 


representative:  John  M.  Nader,  attor¬ 
ney  at  law.  Route  3,  Box  4.  Bowling 
Green,  Ky.  42101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Hardwood  flooring  systems, 
hardwood  flooring  and  accessories 
used  in  the  installation  thereof,  in 
straight  or  mixed  shipments  (except 
those  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment 
or  handling  and  except  commodities  in 
bulk),  loose  or  in  bundles,  from  the 
plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  Horner 
Flooring  Co.,  located  at  Dollar  Bay, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  133559  (Sub-No.  4).  filed  De¬ 
cember  1,  1977.  Applicant:  CHAR¬ 
LOTTE  TRUCK  SERVICE.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  8414,  Charlotte,  N.C.  28208.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  George  W. 
Clapp,  109  Hartsville  Street,  P.O.  Box 
836,  Taylors,  S.C.  29687.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  wrecked  and 
disabled  trucks,  wrecked  and  disabled 
tractors,  wrecked  and  disabled  trailers 
{other  than  those  designed  to  be  drawn 
by  passenger  vehicles),  and  wrecked 
and  disabled  buses,  from  points  in 
Georgia,  Florida,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Virginia,  to  points  in  Ca¬ 
barrus  County,  N.C.;  (2)  replacement 
vehicles  for  the  vehicles  named  in  (1) 
above,  from  points  in  Cabarrus 
County,  N.C.,  to  the  origin  points  as 
described  in  (1)  above;  (3)  wrecked  and 
disabled  trucks,  wrecked  and  disabled 
tractors,  wrecked  and  disabled  trailers 
{other  than  those  designed  to  be  drawn 
by  passenger  vehicles),  and  wrecked 
and  disabled  buses,  from  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Mississippi,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  points  in  Iredell  County,  N.C.;  M) 
replacement  vehicles  for  the  vehicles 
named  in  (3)  above,  from  points  in  Ire¬ 
dell  County,  N.C.,  to  the  origin  points 
as  described  in  (3)  above;  (5)  wrecked 
and  disabled  trucks,  wrecked  and  dis¬ 
abled  tractors,  wrecked  and  disabled 
trailers  {other  than  those  designed  to 
be  drawn  by  passenger  vehicles),  and 
wrecked  and  disabled  buses,  from 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
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Illinois.  Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virgin¬ 
ia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  to  points  in  Lincoln  County, 
N.C.;  (6)  replacement  vehicles  for  the 
vehicles  named  in  (5)  above,  from 
points  in  Lincoln  County,  N.C.,  to  the 
origin  points  as  described  in  (5)  above: 
(7)  wrecked  and  disabled  trucks, 
wrecked  and  disabled  tractors, 
wrecked  and  disabled  trailers  (other 
than  those  designed  to  be  drawn  by 
passenger  vehicles),  and  wrecked  and 
disabled  buses,  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alabama. 
Alaska.  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  Hawaii,  Illinois,  Indiana. 
Louisiana,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Mississippi,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  and  Virginia),  to  points  in 
Mecklenburg  County,  N.C.;  (8)  replace¬ 
ment  vehicles  for  the  vehicles  named 
in  (7)  above,  from  points  in  Mecklen¬ 
burg  County,  N.C.,  to  the  origin  points 
as  described  in  (7)  above;  (9)  wrecked 
and  disabled  trucks,  wrecked  and  dis¬ 
abled  tractors,  wrecked  and  disabled 
trailers  (other  than  those  designed  to 
be  drawn  by  passenger  vehicles),  and 
wrecked  and  disabled  buses,  from 
points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida.  CJeorgia,  Louisiana. 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mississippi, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  and 
Virginia,  to  points  in  Mecklenburg 
County,  N.C.  (except  Charlotte,  N.C.. 
and  points  in  its  Commercial  Zone); 
(10)  replacement  vehicles  for  the  vehi¬ 
cles  named  in  (9)  above,  from  points  in 
Mecklenburg  County,  N.C.  (except 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  and  points  in  its  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone),  to  the  origin  points  as 
described  in  (9)  above;  (11)  wrecked 
and  disabled  trucks,  wrecked  and  dis¬ 
abled  tractors,  wrecked  and  disabled 
trailers  (other  than  those  designed  to 
be  drawn  by  passenger  vehicles),  and 
wrecked  and  disabled  buses,  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Haw'aii),  to  points  in  Ca- 
taw'ba  County,  N.C.,  and  York  County, 
S.C.;  (12)  replacement  vehicles  for  the 
vehicles  named  in  (11)  above,  from 
points  in  Cataw'ba  County,  N.C).,  and 
York  County,  S.C.,  to  the  origin  points 
as  described  in  (11)  above;  (13) 
wrecked  and  disabled  trucks,  wrecked 
and  disabled  tractors,  wrecked  and 
disabled  trailers  (other  than  those  de¬ 
signed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  vehi¬ 
cles),  and  wrecked  and  disabled  buses, 
from  points  in  Alabama,  Florida. 
Georgia,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Mary¬ 
land,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina. 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee.  Vir¬ 
ginia.  and  West  Virginia,  to  point  in 


Chester  County,  S.C.;  (14)  replacement 
vehicles  for  the  vehicles  named  in  (13) 
above,  from  points  in  Chester  County, 
S.C.,  to  the  origin  points  as  described 
in  (13)  above. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Charlotte.  N.C. 

No.  MC  133655  (Sub-No.  106),  filed 
December  21,  1977,  Applicant; 

TRANSNATIONAL  TRUCK.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  31300,  Amarillo,  Tex.  79120. 
Applicant's  representative:  James 
Steffel  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Charcoal  and  charcoal  briquettes,  and 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  or  distribu¬ 
tion  of  such  commodities  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chica¬ 
go.  Ill. 

No.  MC  133977  (Sub-No,  24).  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant: 

GENE’S.  INC.,  10115  Brookville-Salem 
Rd..  Clayton,  Ohio  45315.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  F.  Beery,  275  East 
State  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Ice 
cream,  novelties,  sherbert  and  non¬ 
dairy  desserts,  in  refrigerated  trailers, 
between  Bowling  Green,  Ohio,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  West  Virginia,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus.  Ohio.  Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  134238  (Sub-No.  2), 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  134183  (Sub-No.  5).  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1977.  Applicant:  C.  E.  ZUM- 
STEIN,  d.b.a.  C.E.  Zumstein  Co.,  P.O. 
Box  27,  Lewisburg,  Ohio  45338.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen  Heis- 
ley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666 
Eleventh  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Pipe  fittings,  elbows,  unions, 
and  joints,  and  (2)  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture.  production,  distribution  and 
sale  of  pipe  fittings,  elbows,  unions, 
and  joints  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  the  facilities  utilized  by 
Parker-Hannifan  Corp.  at  or  near 
Eaton,  Ohio  and  at  or  near  Lewisburg, 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  IJnited  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Parker-Hannifan  Corp. 


Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  or  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  207),  filed 
December  27.  1977.  Applicant; 

SCHANNO  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC.,  5  West  Mendota  Road.  West  St. 
Paul.  Minn.  55118.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  P.  Sack.  P.O.  Box 
6010,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Macaroni, 
noodles,  spaghetti,  vermicelli,  with  or 
without  cheese,  meat,  vegetables  or 
other  ingredients  used  or  useful  in  the 
sale  of  the  above  described  commod¬ 
ities,  (1)  from  Fairlawn,  N.J.  to  St. 
James  and  St.  Paul-Minneapolis, 
Minn.  (2)  From  St.  Paul-Minneapolis. 
Minn,  to  Chariton  and  Des  Moines. 
Iowa,  and  Omaha,  Nebraska.  Restrict¬ 
ed  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  shipments 
originating  at  or  near  the  above 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
above  named  destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis.  Minn. 

No.  MC  134783  (Sub-No.  40),  filed 
December  27.  1977.  Applicant: 

DIRECT  SERVICE.  INC.,  940  East 
66th  Street.  Lubbock,  Tex.  79408.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Charles  M. 
Williams,  350  Capitol  Life  Center,  1600 
Sherman  Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80203. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Hides,  chromes,  and  tannery  products, 
from  points  in  Texas,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Colorado, 
Kansas,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota, 
Wisconsin,  North  Dakota,  Missouri,  Il¬ 
linois.  Michigan.  Ohio,  and  Indiana,  to 
points  in  Texas. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  authority 
in  Docket  No.  MC  139309  and  Subs  thereto, 
therefore,  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Lubbock,  Tex.,  or 
Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  134970  (Sub-No.  18),  filed: 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  UN- 
ZICKER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
35.  El  Paso,  Ill.  61738.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  J.  Ogborn,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln.  Nebr.  68501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Agricultural 
pesticides,  in  bulk,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  utilized  by  Shell 
Oil  Chemical  Co.,  a  division  of  Shell 
Co.,  at  or  near  El  Paso,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska 
and  Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Houston, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  135425  (Sub-No.  29).  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant: 
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CYCLES  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  5715,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  39208.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  6193,  5 
World  Trade  Center,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
drug,  variety,  and  food  stores,  and  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies,  and  equipment  used 
by  the  manufacturer  of  such  commod¬ 
ities  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  be¬ 
tween  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Georgia,  under  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  the  Gillette  Co.  located 
at  Boston,  Mass. 

Note.— Applicant  has  pending  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  common  carrier  authority  in  MC 
143215,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston,  Mass. 

No,  MC  135732  (Sub-No.  29),  filed 
November  9,  1977.  Applicant: 

AUBREY  FREIGHT  LINES.  INC., 
P.O.  Box,  503,  Elizabeth,  N.J.  07208. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave.,  Jersey  City, 
N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Photo¬ 
graphic  and  reproductive  equipment, 
and  parts,  and  accessories  for  the 
foregoing  commodities:  cleaning, 
washing,  scouring,  weed  killing,  and 
softening  compounds;  chemicals; 
paper  and  paper  products;  plastic  arti¬ 
cles,  plastic  sheeting;  resins;  dyes; 
paints;  and  oxides,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigera¬ 
tion.  and  (2)  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
sale  of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above 
(except  in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  GAP  Corp.  at 
Chicago.  Ill.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Delaware.  Iowa, 
Michigan.  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Oregon,  Virginia,  and  Denver,  Colo. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MO  13597  (Sub-No.  93),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1977.  Applicant:  J.  B. 
HUNT  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
200,  Lowell,  Ark.  72745.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  A.  Maestri,  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregrular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Canned  goods 
and  pimientos,  in  glass  containers, 
from  the  facilities  of  Forrest  Park 
Canning  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Johnson  and 
Springdale.  Ark.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  including  Alaska, 
(except  Hawaii).  Restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  above-named  facilities.  (2)  Canned 
goods  and  canned  juices,  from  Haskell, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
includii'g  Alaska,  (except  Hawaii).  (3) 


Machinery,  materials,  and  supplies  as 
are  used  in  the  manufacture  or  distri¬ 
bution  of  the  commodities  named  in 
(1)  and  (2)  above  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  points  in  the  United 
States  including  Alaska,  (except 
Hawaii),  to  Johnson  and  Springdale, 
Ark.,  and  Haskell,  Okla. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Fayette¬ 
ville,  Ark.,  or  Tulsa,  Okla.  Common  control 
may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  135874  (Sub-No.  95),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  LTL 
PERISHABLES,  INC.,  550  East  5th 
Street  South,  South  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55075.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kenneth  O.  Petrick,  550  East  5th 
Street  South,  South  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55075.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  the 
plantsites  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Banquet  Foods  Corp.  at  or  near  Car¬ 
rollton,  Macon,  Marshall,  or  Moberly, 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
Missouri,  West  Virginia,  Virginia, 
Maryland,  Delaware,  Pennsylvania, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  Vermont,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Maine,  Rhode  Island,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  ori¬ 
gins  and  destined  to  the  name  destina¬ 
tion  States. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  136168  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant: 

WILSON  CERTIFIED  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  717,  Marshall.  Mo. 
65340.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  L.  Stem.  Suite  530,  Univac 
Building,  7100  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned  goods,  (1)  from 
the  facilities  of  or  utilized  by  Del 
Monte  Corp.  at  or  near  Tampa  and 
Aubumdale,  Fla.;  Swedesboro,  N.J.; 
and  Crystal  City,  Tex.,  to  the  facilities 
of  Del  Monte  (^orp.  at  or  near  Ro¬ 
chelle,  Ill.;  and  (2)  from  the  facilities 
of  or  utilized  by  Del  Monte  Corp.  at  or 
near  Tampa  and  Aubumdale.  P7a.; 
Swedesboro,  N.J.;  Crystal  City,  Tex.; 
Clearfield  and  Smithfield,  Utah,  and 
Franklin  and  Burley,  Idaho,  to  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Del  Monte  Corp.  at  or  near 
Pauline,  Kans.  Restriction:  Restricted 
to  a  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Del  Monte  Corp. 

Note.— Applicant  hold  motor  common  car¬ 
rier  authority  in  No.  MC  141641  (Sub-No.  5), 
therefore,  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  136212  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
December  23,  1977.  Applicant: 


JENSEN  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  349,  Gothenburg,  Nebr.  69138.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Christian  V. 
Graf,  407  North  Front  Street,  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.  17101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Canned  and  preserved  food¬ 
stuffs,  from  the  facilities  of  Heinz 
U.S.A.,  Division  of  H.  J.  Heinz  Co„  at 
or  near  Muscatine  and  Iowa  City, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Kansas  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  81,  and  points  in  Nebraska 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  81,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  and  destined  to 
the  above  origins  and  destinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  136385  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1977.  Applicant:  HALL¬ 
WAY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  22,  Ankeny, 
Iowa  50021.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  611  Church 
Street,  P.O.  Box  279,  Ottumwa,  Iowa 
52501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  MCC  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plants! te  and  storage  facilities  of 
Swift  &  Co.  plants  located  at/or  near 
Grand  Island  and  Omaha,  Nebr.;  Des 
Moines,  Glenwood,  Marshalltown,  and 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  North  Caroli¬ 
na,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 

Note.— IF  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  136553  (Sub-No.  55),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  ART 
PAPE  TRANSFER,  INC.,  1080  East 
12th  Street,  Dubuque,  Iowa  52001.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Cellulose  insulation, 
from  Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin;  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  cellu¬ 
lose  insulation,  from  points  in  Illinois, 
Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin,  to  Du¬ 
buque,  Iowa,  restricted  in  parts  (1)  and 
(2)  to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined 
to  the  plantsite  of  Cellulose  Process¬ 
ing  Co.;  and  (3)  scrap  materials  for  re¬ 
cycling  (except  liquids,  in  bulk),  from 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Michigan, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  and  South  Dakota. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  the  hearing  be  held 
at  Des  Moines,  Iowa;  Chicago,  Ill.;  or  St. 
Paul,  Minn. 
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No.  MC  136786  (Sub-No.  127),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  4333  Park 
Avenue.  Des  Moines.  Iowa  50321.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Stanley  C. 
Olsen,  Jr..  7525  Mitchell  Road,  Eden 
Prairie.  Minn.  55344.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  chain  gro¬ 
cery,  and  food  business  houses,  in  vehi¬ 
cles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles)  from  the  plant  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Kraft,  Inc.,  at 
Springfield,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Alabama. 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colora¬ 
do.  Florida,  Georgia,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky.  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  New 
Mexico,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and 
Virginia.  Restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  above-named  origin  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  above-named  destination 
points. 

Note.— If  an  oral  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary.  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  138104  (Sub-No.  51),  filed 
December  21,  1977.  Applicant: 

MOORE  TRANSPORTATION  CO.. 
INC.,  3509  North  Grove  Street,  Fort 
Worth.  Tex.  76106.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Clayte  Binion,  1108  Conti¬ 
nental  Life  Building.  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
76102.  Authority  is  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Radioactive  waste  materials,  in  con¬ 
tainers.  from  points  in  the  United 
States  including  Alaska  (except 
Hawaii),  to  the  facilities  of  Todd  Re¬ 
search  &  Technical  Division  of  Todd 
Shipyards  Corp.,  at  Galveston  (Pelican 
Island),  Tex. 

NoTE.-If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  t  be  held  at  either  Dallas. 
Tex.,  or  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  138329  (Sub-No.  4).  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1977.  Applicant:  HICK¬ 
MAN  BROTHERS  TRUCKING.  INC., 
Route  2,  Box  322,  Monroe.  N.C.  28110. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  W. 
Clapp,  109  Hartsville  Street,  P.O.  Box 
836,  Taylors.  S.C.  29687.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Crushed  stone, 
riprap  stone,  and  stone  screenings,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  the  site 
of  the  Pineville  Quarry  at  or  near 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  to  points  in  York 
County,  S.C. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  138359  (Sub-No.  10).  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant:  LEN- 
NEMAN  'TRANSPORT,  INC.,  10 
North  Michigan  Street,  Hutchinson. 
Minn.  55350.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 


tive:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010, 
West  St.  Paul.  Minn.  55118.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages 
(except  in  bulk),  from  LaCrosse  and 
Milwaukee.  Wis.,  to  Jamestown,  N. 
Dak.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  w'ith  J.  T.  Beverage,  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  St. 
Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  138882  (Sub-No.  32).  filed 
December  21,  1977.  Applicant:  WILEY 
SANDERS  INC.,  P.O.  Box  707,  Troy. 
Ala.  36081.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357,  Glad¬ 
stone.  N.J.  07934.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
plywood,  particleboard,  treated 
lumber,  and  lumber  mill  products, 
from  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  NorUi 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  to  points  in 
Illinois.  Indiana,  Ohio.  Michigan,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  West  Virgrinia,  Virginia,  Dela- 
w'are,  Tennessee,  Maryland,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Mont¬ 
gomery  or  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  138941  (Sub-No.  25).  filed 
December  14,  1977.  Applicant:  COUN¬ 
TRY  WIDE  TRUCK  SERVICE.  INC., 
1110  South  Reservoir  Street,  Pomona, 
Calif.  91766.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  P.O.  Box  872,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30301.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Plastic  articles  (except  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  Kern  and  Yolo 
Counties.  Calif.,  to  points  in  Texas, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Massachusetts.  New 
York,  and  New  Jersey,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Mobil  Chemical  Co.,  Plastics  Division. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  either 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  139420  (Sub-No.  26).  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  ART 
GREENBER(ir.  d.b.a.  Glacier  Trans¬ 
port,  an  individual,  P.O.  Box  428, 
Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.  58201.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  James  B.  Hov- 
land,  P.O.  Box  1680,  414  Gate  City 
Building.  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Waterbed 
frames  and  matching  case  goods,  wa¬ 
terbed  components  and  accessories 
therefor,  and  (2)  new  furniture,  from 
points  in  California,  North  Carolina. 
Virginia,  and  Mississippi  to  points  in 
North  Dakota  and  Minnesota. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  or  Minneapolis.  Minn. 


No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  300),  filed 
December  13.  1977.  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONAL  CARRIERS.  INC.,  1501  East 
8th  Street,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal, 
Kans.  67901.  Applicant's  representa¬ 
tive:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1320  Fen¬ 
wick  Lane.  Suite  500,  Silver  Spring, 
Md.  20910.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lighting  fixtures  and  parts  used  in 
the  manufacturing  thereof,  from  the 
facilities  of  Lithonia  Lighting  Division 
of  National  Service  Industries,  Inc.  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Conyers,  and  Coch¬ 
ran,  Ga.:  and  Crawfordsville,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  301),  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONAL  CARRIERS.  INC.,  1501  East 
8th  Street,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal, 
Kans.  67901.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1320  Fen¬ 
wick  Lane.  Suite  500,  Silver  Spring, 
Md.  20910.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Doors  and  door  hardware,  accesso¬ 
ries  and  parts,  from  Century,  Fla.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  302),  filed 
December  27.  1977.  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONAL  CARRIERS.  INC.,  1501  East 
8th  Street.  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal, 
Kans.  67901.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1320  Fen¬ 
wick  Lane.  Suite  500,  Silver  Spring, 
Md.  20910.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Doors  and  door  hardware,  accesso¬ 
ries  and  parts,  from  Williamsport,  Pa., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  139858  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant: 

AMSTAN  TRUCKING  INC.,  1255 
Corwin  Avenue,  Hamilton,  Ohio  45015. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Chandler 
L.  Van  Orman.  704  Southern  Building. 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Construction  and 
Mining  Equipment  Parts— ■(.!)  FTom 
Indianapolis.  Ind.  and  Peoria.  Ill.  to 
Carlstadt,  Newark,  and  South  Plain- 
field,  N.J.;  New  York,  N.Y.;  Harrisburg 
and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  Douglas,  'Tucson, 
and  Phoenix,  Ariz.;  Baldwin  Park, 
Hayward.  Oakland,  San  Francisco,  and 
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San  Leandro,  Calif.;  Denver,  Colo.;  Ely 
and  Reno,  Nev.;  Albuquerque  and  Far¬ 
mington,  N.  Mex.;  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah;  and  Casper  and  Gillette,  Wyo. 
(2)  Between  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and 
Peoria,  Ill.  Crates,  from  West  Helena, 
Ark.  to  Peoria,  Ill.  Restrictions:  The 
operations  authorized  above  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  conditions:  (1) 
the  product  description  does  not  in¬ 
clude  commodities  which  because  of 
their  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment.  (2)  Said  operations 
are  limited  to  a  transportation  service 
to  be  performed,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Westing- 
house  Air  Brake  Co.,  a  subsidiary  of 
American  Standard  Inc.,  of  New 
Brunswick,  N.J. 

Notes.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.;  Louisville,  Ky.  or  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  14064  (Sub.  No.  3),  filed  De¬ 
cember  8,  1977.  Apirficant:  DX 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  5660  Southwyck 
Boulevard,  Toledo,  Ohio  43614.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Michael  M. 
Briley,  300  Madison  Avenue,  12th  PI., 
Toledo,  Ohio  43603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  ^at  Glass,  uncrated,  (1) 
from  the  plantsite  and  facilities  of 
Guardian  Industries  Corp.  located  at 
or  near  Carleton,  Mich,,  to  the  ports 
of  entry  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  located  at  the  internation¬ 
al  boundary  line  at  the  St.  Clair,  De¬ 
troit,  Niagara,  and  St.  Lawrence 
Rivers;  and  (2)  from  the  ports  of  entry 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
located  at  the  international  boundary 
line  at  the  St.  Clair,  Detroit,  Niagara 
and  St.  Lawrence  Rivers  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  West  Virgina,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Tennessee,  North  Carolina,  and 
Washington,  D.C.  Restriction:  Author¬ 
ity  under  Part  (2)  above  is  restricted 
to  transportation  of  shipments  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  plantsite  and  facilities  of 
pilkington  Brothers  (Canada)  Limited 
and  Pilkington  Glass.  Limited  located 
at  Toronto,  Ontario.  Canada. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicat 
requests  it  be  held  at  Toledo,  Ohio  or  Wash- 
in^n,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140484  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant: 

LESTER  COGGINS  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  2671  E.  Edison  Avenue,  P.O.  Box 
69,  Port  Myers.  Fla,,  33902.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Chester  A  Zyblut,  366 
Executive  Building,  1030  Fifteenth 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C,,  20005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 


common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Clay  tile,  glazed,  from  Lawrenceburg, 
Ky.,  and  Lakeland,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Colorado.  New 
Nexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washington, 
Nevada,  Idaho,  Montana,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Lake¬ 
land,  Fla.,  or  Lexington,  Ky. 

No.  MC  140484  (Sub-No.  26).  filed 
December  22,  1977.  Applicant: 

LESTER  COGGINS  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  2671  E.  Edison  Avenue,  P.O.  Box 
69,  Fort  Myers,  Fla.  33902.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366 
Executive  Building,  1030  Fifteenth 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Glassware,  chinaware,  earthenware, 
porcelainware,  stoneware  and  plastic 
bowls,  cups,  dishes  or  plates  and  acces¬ 
sories,  from  Lake  City  and  Jeannette, 
Pa.,  and  Sebring  and  Bedford  Heights, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia, 
Florida,  and  Tennessee. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140581  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
December  13,  1977.  Applicant: 

TOMMY  HAGWOOD,  d.b.a.  HAG- 
WOOD  ENTERPRISES.  Route  1.  Box 
222-A,  ’Trafford,  Ala.  35172.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  P.  Jack- 
son.  Jr.,  3426  North  Washington  Blvd., 
P.O.  Box  1267,  Arlington.  Va.  22210. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Motor  vehicles  (except  trailers),  in 
truckaway  service,  from  Jacksonville. 
Fla.,  to  points  in  Alabama. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  140829  (Sub-No.  70).  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant: 

CARGO  CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  206,  U.S.  Highway 
20.  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51102.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  J.  Hanlon,  55 
Madison  Avenue,  Morristown.  N.J. 
07960.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Animal  food,  from  Lowell.  Mass.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Michigan,  Ohio.  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  California,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origin  and  destined 
to  points  in  the  above  named  destina¬ 
tion  states. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC-136408  (Sub-No.  7)  and 
subs  thereunder;  therefore  dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary  the  applicant  requests  it  to  be  held  in 
Washington,  D.C. 


No.  MC  140829  (Sub-No.  71).  filed 
December  27,  1977.  Applicant: 

CARGO  CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  206,  U.S.  Highway 
20,  Sioux  City,’ Iowa  51102.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  J.  Hanlon,  55 
Madison  Avenue,  Morristown,  N.J. 
07960.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  and  retail  chain  grocery 
stores  and  discount  stores,  from  the 
terminal  site  and/or  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  Northeast  Pennsylvania 
Shippers’  Association  in  Scranton,  Pa., 
to  points  in  California,  Illinois,  Mis¬ 
souri.  and  Texas,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  and  destined  to 
points  in  the  above  named  destination 
states. 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC-136408  and  subs  thereun¬ 
der,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  to  be  held  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141140  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1977.  Applicant:  DIPIE- 
TRO  TRUCKING  CO..  2201  Sixth 
Avenue  South,  Seattle.  Wash.  98134. 
Applicant’s  representative;  George  H. 
Hart.  1100  IBM  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98101.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Flour,  flour  mixes,  cereals, 
and  frostings,  from  Kent,  Wash.,  to 
points  in  Oregon,  Arizona,  Nevada, 
and  California,  restricted  to  service 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Continental  Mills,  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle, 
Wash.  Applicant  holds  common  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  No.  MC  123023  (Sub-No.  S),  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 


Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
either  Seattle  or  Olympia,  Wash. 

No.  MC  141924  (Sub-No.  4).  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1977).  Applicant:  GOLDEN 
VALLEY  TRANSPORTATION.  INC., 


No.  MC  141391  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  De¬ 
cember  9,  1977.  Applicant:  V  J  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  SERVICE,  INC.,  3623 
6th  Avenue  South.  Seattle.  Wash. 
98134.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Henry  C.  Winters,  15  South  Grady 
Way.  Suite  235,  Renton.  Wash.  98055. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Nonalcoholic  beverages  (except  in  bulk 
in  tank  vehicles),  between  points  in 
Washington,  on  the  one  hancl,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  California;  (2) 
hard  distilled  spirits  (except  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  between  points  in 
Washington,  Oregon,  and  Idaho,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  California. 
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P.O.  Box  208.  Roberts.  Idaho  83444. 
Applicant's  representative:  Mark  K. 
Boyle.  345  South  State  Street.  Salt 
Lake  City.  Utah  84111.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat 
products  and  meat  byproducts  (except 
tallow,  in  bulk,  destined  to  Utah  and 
California),  from  the  plantsite  of 
Golden  Valley  Packers.  Inc.  at  or  near 
Roberts.  Idaho,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Hawaii  and  Alaska), 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts.  with  Golden  Valley  Packers, 
Inc.,  and  Interstate  Commodities,  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Roberts, 
Idaho,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  142680  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1977.  Applicant:  SUMTER 
TIMBER  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
104,  Cuba.  Ala.  36907.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Virgil  H.  Smith.  Suite  12, 
1587  Phoenix  Boulevard,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30349.  Authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of:  Lumber,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Cogle  Sawmill  (owned  by  American 
Can  Co.)  located  at  or  near  Thomas- 
ville,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Georgia.  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Florida,  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  North  Carolina,  Mississippi,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Mobile  and  Baldwin  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ala.,  restricted  to  shipments 
having  an  immediate  subsequent 
movement  via  water  transportation. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta.  Ga., 
or  Cuba,  Ala. 

No.  MC  143512  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  De¬ 
cember  5,  1977.  Applicant:  ALL 

CORPS,  838  Hutchison  Street,  Vista. 
Calif.  92083.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Milton  W.  Flack,  4311  Wilshire 
Blvd.,  Suite  300,  Los  Angeles.  Calif. 
90010.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Bakery  goods,  between  the  plantsite  of 
Pogens  Family  Bakery,  Inc.,  at  Comp¬ 
ton,  Calif.;  and  Boston,  Mass.,  Chica¬ 
go,  Ill.,  Denver,  Colo.,  Kansas  City, 
and  St.  Louis  Mo.,  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
Las  Vegas.  Nev.,  Philadelphia.  Pa., 
Portland,  (Dreg.,  Seattle,  Wash.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  Waterbury,  Conn.,  Mil¬ 
waukee.  Wis.,  and  Hempstead.  N.Y.; 
and  (2)  Bakery  goods  ingredients  from 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  the  plantsite  of 
Pogens  Family  Bakery.  Inc.,  at  Comp¬ 
ton,  Calif.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Pogens  Family 
Bakery,  Inc.,  located  at  Compton, 
Calif. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles. 
Calif. 

No.  MC  143758  (Sub-No.  3).  filed  De¬ 
cember  23.  1977.  Applicant: 

KNOWLES  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  833 
Warner  Street  SW.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 


30310.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Archie  B.  Culbreth,  Suite  202,  2200 
Century  Parkway.  Atlanta.  Ga.  39345. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Pave¬ 
ment  marking  compounds  (except  in 
bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Pave  Mark  Corp.  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Marietta,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Califor¬ 
nia,  Colorado,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Idaho.  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas. 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska.  Nevada,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York.  North 
Carolina.  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  Washington.  West  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  (2)  Mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  of  pavement 
marking  compounds  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  the  states 
named  in  (1)  above,  to  the  plantsite 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  Pave  Mark 
Corp.  located  at  or  near  Marietta,  Ga.. 
under  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Pave  Mark  Corp. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  143929  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1977.  Applicant:  BOBBY  D. 
MISTLER  &  KENNETH  G. 
MISTLER,  d.b.a.  R.  THOMPSON 
TRUCKING.  P.O.  Box  191  Colton. 
Calif.  92324.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  J.  Monheim,  P.O.  Box 
1756,  Whittier,  Calif.  90609.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Citrus  fruit  peels, 
and  citron  melon  rinds,  in  brine,  in 
bulk,  from  Bloomington,  Calif,  to 
Forest  Grove,  Oreg,  and  to  port  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
Line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  located  at  or  near  Blaine, 
Wash. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angles, 
Calif. 

No.  MC  144089  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  De¬ 
cember  14,  1977.  Applicant;  C.D.F, 
TRUCK  RENTAL  CORP.,  43  Camille 
Road,  Revere,  Mass.  02151.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Prank  J.  Weiner.  15 
Court  Square,  Boston,  Mass.  02108. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Insu¬ 
lation  panels,  from  Sanford,  Maine  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Con¬ 
necticut.  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois.  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana.  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi.  Missouri,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caroli¬ 
na,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island. 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia.  Wisconsin. 


and  the  District  of  Columbia;  and  (2) 
Roofing  and  felt  paper,  and  foil,  from 
Lockland,  Ohio;  Pinksburg,  Md.; 
Salem,  Ridgefield,  and  Netcong,  N.J.; 
Attleboro,  Mass.;  Kaukauna,  Wis.;  and 
West  Monroe,  La.  to  Sanford.  Maine, 
restricted  to  a  transportation  service 
to  be  performed  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  NRG  Bar¬ 
riers,  Inc.  of  Sanford,  Maine. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston, 
Mass.,  Concord,  N.H..  or  Portland,  Maine. 

Docket  MC  144118,  filed  December 
23.  1977.  Applicant:  COMPUTER 

TRANSPORT  OP  OHIO.  INC.,  3699 
Interchange  Road,  Columbus,  Ohio 
43204.  Applicant’s  representative;  A. 
Charles  Tell.  100  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Reproducing  or 
copying  machines,  computers,  verifi¬ 
ers,  collators,  sorters,  receivers,  and 
transmitters,  printers,  typewriters.  X- 
ray  equipment,  and  supplies,  parts, 
and  accessories  used  in  connection 
therewith,  between  Akron.  Ohio  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Lawrence  and  Mercer  Coun¬ 
ties.  Pa.,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Xerox  Corp. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus.  Ohio. 

No.  MC  144119,  filed  December  23. 
1977.  Applicant:  HANSEN  CONSOLI¬ 
DATORS,  INC.,  5986  East  Slauson 
Avenue,  City  of  Commerce,  Calif. 
90046.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Miles  L.  Kavaller,  315  South  Beverly 
Drive.  Suite  315,  Beverly  Hills,  Calif. 
90212.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
health  food  distributors,  in  motor  vehi¬ 
cles  with  temperature  control  devices, 
from  the  warehouse  facilities  of 
Hansen  Consolidators,  Inc.  located  at 
or  near  City  of  Commerce,  Calif,  to 
Sulphur  Springs.  Ark.;  Denver,  Colo.; 
Miami  and  St.  Augustine,  Fla.;  South 
Holland.  Des  Plaines,  and  Chicago,  Ill.; 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  Iowa  City.  Iowa; 
Glen  Bumie,  Md.;  Brockton,  Mass.; 
Minneapolis,  Minn.;  Detroit,  Troy  and 
Ann  Arbor,  Mich.;  Binghamton  and 
New  York  City.  N.Y.;  North  Bergen, 
N.J.;  Akron,  Cincinnati,  and  Toledo, 
Ohio;  Tulsa,  Okla.;  Cornwells  Heights, 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Dallas,  Tex.; 
and  Brattlesboro,  Vt. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Chica¬ 
go.  Ill. 

No.  MC  144127,  filed  December  26. 
1977.  Applicant:  R  &  A  TRUCKING 
CO.,  a  corporation,  7929  San  Leandro 
Street,  Oakland,  Calif.  94621.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Eldon  M.  John- 
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son,  650  California  Street.  Suite  2808, 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  94108.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  1.  Cast  iron  pipe 
and  fittings,  and  castings,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  the  American  Brass  &  Iron 
Foundry  at  Oakland,  Calif.,  to  points 
in  the  States  of  Arizona,  California, 
Nevada.  Oregon,  and  Washington.  2. 
Such  commodities  as  are  vised  in  the 
operations  of  metal  foundries,  from 
points  in  the  States  of  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Nevada,  Oregon,  and  Washing¬ 
ton,  to  the  facilities  of  the  American 
Brass  &  Iron  Foundry  at  Oakland, 
Calif.  3.  Plastic  drain,  waste  and  vent 
pipe,  from  the  facilities  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Brass  &  Iron  Foundry  at  Halsey, 
Oreg.,  to  points  in  the  States  of  Arizo¬ 
na,  California.  Nevada,  Oregon,  and 
Washington,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract.  or  contracts,  with  the  American 
Brass  &  Iron  Foundry  in  1-3  above. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  San 
Francisco,  or  Oakland,  Calif. 

No.  MC  144147,  filed  December  22, 
1977.  Applicant:  HENCO  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  87,  Sellersburg, 
Ind.  47172.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Edward  J.  Kiley,  1730  M  Street  NW., 
Washinerton,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Water  heaters, 
from  Ashland  City,  Term,  to  Arizona. 
California,  Colorado,  Connecticut, 
Delaware.  Idaho,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Kentucky,  Maine.  Massachu¬ 
setts.  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  Mexico,  New  York,  North  Caroli¬ 
na.  North  Dakota,  Oregon,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah.  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Washington.  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  State  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  would  prefer  that  it  be  held  in 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  144152,  filed  December  27. 
1977.  Applicant:  COPLEN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  a  corporation.  Route  1,  Box 
353,  Irrigon,  Oreg.  97844.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  Y.  Higashi, 
2075  SW.  First  Avenue,  Suite  2-N, 
Portland,  Oreg.  97201.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  (funeral  com¬ 
modities,  including  those  in  mixed 
loads  containing  commodities  which 
are  exempt,  in  containers  or  in  trail¬ 
ers.  restricted  to  traffic  having  a  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  water.  From 
points  in  Ada,  Canyon,  Owyhee,  Gem, 
and  Payette  Counties,  Idaho;  Benton 
County,  Wash.;  Hood  River,  Wasco, 
Sherman,  Gilliam.  Wheeler,  Morrow, 
Grant,  Baker,  Union,  Wallowa,  and 


Umatilla  Counties,  Oreg.  to  points  in 
Umatilla  County,  Oreg.  (2)  Empty  con¬ 
tainers,  trailers  and  trailer  chassis  be¬ 
tween  points  in  the  county  of  Uma¬ 
tilla,  Oreg.  on  the  one  hand,  and 
points  in  Idaho,  Washington  and 
Oregon  on  the  other.  (3)  Iron  steel  ar¬ 
ticles  restricted  to  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by 
water  between  the  counties  of  Uma¬ 
tilla  and  Gilliam  in  Oregon 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  144153,  filed  December  27, 
1977.  Applicant:  OSCAR  G.  BJUG- 
STAD,  OSCAR  L.  BJUGSTAD,  AND 
AUGUST  D.  BJUGSTAD  d.b.a. 
BJUGSTAD  TRUCKING  CO.,  Route 
2,  Highway  51.  Stoughton,  Wis.  53589. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  J. 
Wyngaard,  P.O.  Box  8004,  Madison, 
Wis.  53708.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Feed  and  feed  ingredients,  from 
Chicago,  Ill.  to  points  ill  Wisconsin 
and  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
either  Madison,  Milwaukee,  or  Green  Bay, 
Wis. 

No.  MC  144155,  filed  December  27, 
1977.  Applicant:  RAYMOND 

HUSKEY  d.b.a.  HUSKEY  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  8517  Hemlock.  Orland  Park.  Ill. 
60462.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Albert  A.  Andrin,  180  North  La  Salle 
Street,  Chicago.  Ill.  60601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Metal  tanks, 
from  Dolton,  Ill.  to  points  in  Indiana. 
Wisconsin,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  and 
Michigan,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Steel  City  Fabrica¬ 
tors,  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago. 
Hi. 

Passengers 

No.  MC  1515  (Sub-No.  239),  (amend¬ 
ment),  filed  September  19,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  December  1,  1977,  and  republished 
this  issue.  Applicant:  GREYHOUND 
LINES,  INC.,  Greyhound  Tower, 
Phoenix.  Ariz.  85077.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  W.  L.  McCracken  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  and 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (a)  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage  and  express 
and  newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers.  Regular  routes:  (1) 
Between  Dallas.  Tex.,  and  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Ala.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  from  Dallas.  Tex.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  80  to  Montgomery,  Ala.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (2)  be¬ 


tween  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  65  and  U.S.  Highway  80 
at  or  near  Tallulah,  La.,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points:  from  Dallas.  Tex., 
over  Interstate  Highway  20  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  65  south  of 
Tallulah,  La.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  65  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  80  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (3)  between  the  junction  of  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  20  and  U.S.  Highway 
69  northwest  of  Tyler.  Tex.,  and  the 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  20  and 
U.S.  Highway  271,  northeast  of  Tyler, 
Tex.,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
from  the  junction  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  and  U.S.  Highway  69  over  U.S. 
Highway  69  to  Tyler,  Tex.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  271  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  20,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (4)  between  Tyler,  Tex., 
and  junction  Interstate  Highway  20 
and  U.S.  Highway  259  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  from  Tyler,  Tex.,  over 
Texas  Highway  135  to  Kilgore,  Tex., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  259  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  20  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  (5)  between  Mar¬ 
shall,  Tex.,  and  the  junction  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  20  and  U.S.  Highway  59 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  from 
Marshall,  Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway  59 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  20  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (6)  be¬ 
tween  Minden,  La.,  and  the  junction  of 
Interstate  Highway  20  and  Louisiana 
Highway  159  and  Louisiana  Highway  7 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  from 
Minden,  La.,  over  Louisiana  Highway 
159  and  7  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (7)  between  the  junction  of  un¬ 
numbered  highway  and  Interstate 
Highway  20  north  of  Grambling,  La., 
and  the  junction  of  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  and  U.S.  Highway  80  south  of 
Grambling,  La.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points;  from  the  junction  of  un¬ 
numbered  highway  and  Interstate 
Highway  20  over  unnumbered  high 
way  via  Grambling,  La.,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  80  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (8)  between  Ruston,  La., 
and  the  junction  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  and  U.S.  Highway  167  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  from  Ruston, 
La.,  over  U.S.  Highway  167  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  20  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (9)  between  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Interstate  Highway  20  and  U.S. 
Highway  65  south  of  Tallulah,  La., 
and  the  junction  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  and  U.S.  Highway  80  near  the 
Louisiana-Mississippi  State  line  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points;  from  the 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  20  and 
U.S.  Highway  65  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  80 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (10) 
between  the  junction  of  Interstate 
Highway  20  and  U.S.  Highway  80  near 
the  Louisiana-Mississippi  State  line 
and  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  80 
and  U.S.  Highway  80  access  highway 
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near  the  Mississippi-Alabama  State 
line  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
from  the  junction  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  and  U.S.  Highway  80  near  the 
Louisiana-Mississippi  State  line  over 
Interstate  Highway  20  to  its  junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  59  at  or  near 
Meridian,  Miss.,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  59  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  80  access  highway  near  the 
Mississippi-Alabama  State  line,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  80  access  highway 
to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  80, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (11) 
between  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  and 
Shreveport,  La.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points:  from  Baton  Rouge,  La., 
over  Business  Route  U.S.  Highway  190 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  190,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  190,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  71,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  71  via  Lebeau,  La.,  to  junc¬ 
tion  Business  *Route  U.S.  Highway  71, 
thence  over  Business  Route  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71  to  Alexandria,  La.,  thence  over 
Louisiana  Highway  1  via  Natchitoches, 
La.,  to  Shreveport,  La.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  and  irregular 
routes:  (b)  passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage  in  one-way  and  round-trip 
charter  operations,  from  points  on  the 
routes  described  in  (a)  above  to  all 
points  in  the  United  States  including 
Alaska  but  excluding  Hawaii,  and 
return. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex.; 
Shreveport.  La.;  Jackson.  Miss.;  Meridian. 
Miss.;  Montgomery,  Ala.;  and  Baton  Rouge, 
La.  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
amend  applicant's  proposed  authority  as  to 
reflect  ser\ice  to  Kilgore.  Tex.,  and  Gram- 
bling.  La. 

No.  MC  114057  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  De¬ 
cember  8,  1977,  Applicant;  R.  H. 
GAULDIN,  d.b.a.  SAFETY  TRANSIT 
LINES,  619  Bridge  Street,  Eden,  N.C. 
27288.  Applicant's  representative: 
Robert  H.  Gauldin  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes  in  the 
transportation  of;  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  special  operations;  in 
round  trip  sightseeing  and  pleasure 
tours,  beginning  and  ending  in  points 
of  Rockingham  County,  N.C.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  if  be  held  at  Greensboro 
or  Raleigh.  N.C. 

No.  MC  136964  (Sub-No.  2).  filed  De¬ 
cember  19,  1977.  Applicant:  THOMAS 
MILTON,  d.b.a.  MILTON  BUS  SER¬ 
VICE,  Route  Box  268,  Woodford,  Va. 
22580.  Applicant's  representative: 
Leonard  A.  Jaskiewicz,  1730  M  Street 
NW..  Suite  501,  Washington.  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 


Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
round-trip  charter  operations,  begin¬ 
ning  and  ending  at  Fredericksburg, 
Va..  and  points  in  Stafford,  King 
George,  King  and  Queen,  Essex,  Caro¬ 
line,  Spotsylvania,  Orange,  and  Cul¬ 
peper  Counties.  Va.,  and  extending  to 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  the  western  borders  of  Minnesota, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and  Louisi¬ 
ana. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Fredericksburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  144154,  filed  December  27, 

1977.  Applicant:  336825  ONTARIO. 
LTD.,  24  Coronation  Drive.  Leaming¬ 
ton,  Ontario,  Canada.  NOR  IJO.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  D. 
Gunderman,  Suite  710,  Statler  Hilton, 
Bitffalo,  N.Y.  14202.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  in  round-trip  charter  and  spe¬ 
cial  operations,  in  sightseeing  and 
pleasure  tours,  beginning  and  ending 
at  all  ports  of  entry  on  the  United 
States-Canada  boundary  lines  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(including  Alaska,  but  excluding 
Hawaii). 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Buffa¬ 
lo.  N.Y. 

Broker 

No.  MC  130473,  filed  January  23. 

1978.  Applicant;  MS.  INC.,  8800 
Queensmere  Piace,  Richmond.  Va. 
23229.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Calvin  F.  Major,  200  West  Grace 
Street,  Richmond.  Va.  23220.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  engage  in  operation,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker  at  Richmond,  Va.,  and  points  in 
Henrico,  Chesterfield,  and  Hanover 
Counties,  Va.,  to  sell  or  offer  to  sell 
the  transportation  of:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  individually  and  in 
groups,  in  round-trip  sighseeing,  plea¬ 
sure,  and  educational  tours  by  motor, 
rail,  and  water  carriers,  beginning  and 
ending  at  Richmond,  Va.,  and  points 
in  Chesterfield,  Hanover,  and  Henrico 
Counties,  Va.,  and  extending  to  points 
in  the  United  States,  including  Alaska 
and  Hawaii. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  that  if  be  held  at 
Richmond.  Va. 

Finance  Applications  Notice 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties, 
or  acquire  control  through  ownership 
of  stock,  or  rail  carriers,  or  motor  car¬ 
riers  pursuant  to  sections  5(2)  or 
210a(b)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act. 


An  original  and  two  copies  of  pro¬ 
tests  against  the  granting  of  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  within  30  days  after 
the  date  of  this  Federal  Register 
notice.  Such  protests  shall  comply 
with  special  rules  240(c)  or  240(d)  of 
the  Commission’s  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1100.240)  and  shall 
include  a  concise  statement  of  Protes¬ 
tant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  applicant,  if  no  represen¬ 
tative  is  named. 

No.  MC-F-13472.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  FRIEDMAN’S  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  480,  Wilkes- 
Barre  (Dorrance),  Pa.  18703,  of  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  operating  rights  of  EA<3LE 
FOODS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8.  New  Brit¬ 
ain.  Pa.  18901,  and  for  acquisition  by 
DANIEL  B.  FRIEDMAN,  P.O.  Box 
480,  Wilkes-Barre  (Dorrance).  Pa. 
18703,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  transaction.  Applicants’ 
attorney;  George  A.  Olsen,  Registered 
Practitioner.  P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone, 
N.J.  07934.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  purchased:  General  commodities, 
with  exceptions,  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  regular  routes,  between  Doyles- 
town.  Pa.,  and  Riegelsville,  N.J.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points,  and  the 
off-route  points  of  Stockton  and  Mil¬ 
ford.  N.J.,  and  those  within  5  miles  of 
Doylestown,  Pa.:  from  Doylestown 
over  U.S.  Highway  202  to  New  Hope, 
Pa.,  thence  over  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  32  to  Riegelsville.  Pa.,  and  thence 
across  the  Delaware  River  to  Riegels¬ 
ville.  N.J.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route:  between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
Riegelsville,  Pa.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  between  Doylestown  and 
Riegelsville,  Pa.,  including  Doyles¬ 
town,  and  the  off-route  points  within  5 
miles  of  Doylestown,  and  those  in 
Pennsylvania  within  3  miles  of  'U.S. 
Highway  611  between  Doylestown  and 
Riegelsville,  Pa.;  from  Philadelphia 
over  U.S.  Highway  611  to  Riegelsville. 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Connecticut,  Mary¬ 
land,  and  Ohio.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

Note.— MC  60430  (Sub-No.  26)  is  a  directly 
related  matter. 

No.  MC-P-13483.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  PRANK  BEELMAN, 
d.b.a.  BEELMAN  TRUCK  CO.,  no 
street  address,  small  community,  St. 
Libory,  Ill.  62282,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  of  J-B  Trucking.  Inc., 
US.  Meramec,  St.  Louis.  Mo.  63105,  to 
transport  as  a  common  carrier  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes:  Dry  bulk  commodities, 
(with  certain  exceptions)  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Illinois  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  36,  on  and  east  of  U.S. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  33— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  16,  1978 


NOTICES 


6901 


Highway  63,  and  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  60,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized;  and  authority 
sought  to  be  purchased  by  J-B  Truck¬ 
ing,  a  portion  of  the  operating  rights 
from  FYank  Beelman,  d.b.a.  Beelman 
Truck  Co.,  to  transport  as  a  common 
carrier  over  irregular  routes:  Coal, 
from  points  in  Madison  and  St.  Clair 
Counties,  Ill.,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  coal, 
from  points  in  Madison  and  St.  Clair 
Counties,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Shelby, 
Marion,  Monroe,  Ralls,  Audrain,  Pike, 
Boone,  Callaway,  Montgomery,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Warren,  Maries,  Crawford, 
Washington,  Jefferson,  St.  Francois, 
Ste.  Genevieve,  and  Perry  Counties, 
Mo.;  and  coal,  from  points  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  Jefferson,  Perry,  Franklin,  and 
Randolph  Counties,  Ill.,  to  points  in 
Shelby.  Marion,  Monroe,  Ralls.  Au¬ 
drain,  Pike,  Boone,  Maries,  Callaway, 
Montgomery,  Lincoln.  Warren,  St. 
Charles,  Cole,  Osage,  Gasconade, 
Franklin,  Phelps,  Crawford,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Jefferson,  St.  Francois,  Ste.  Gene¬ 
vieve,  and  Perry  Counties,  Mo.,  and 
from  points  in  Madison  and  St.  Clair 
Counties,  1)1.,  to  points  in  St.  Louis 
County,  Mo.,  and  of  control  of  such 
rights  by  Joseph  F.  Broz.  Applicant's 
attorney:  Ernest  A.  Brooks,  II,  1301 
Ambassador  Building.  411  North  7th 
Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  63101.  Vendee 
Beelman  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Illinois,  Missouri. 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Kansas,  Oklahoma.  Wisconsin, 
Iowa,  Tennessee,  Arkansas,  and  Missis¬ 
sippi.  Vendee  J-B  Trucking.  Inc.  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er  in  Illinois  and  Missouri.  Application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13497.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  BRISTOL-JENKINS 
BUS  LINE.  INC.,  408  East  Mary 
Street.  Bristol,  Va..  24201,  of  a  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  of  Greyhound 
Lines,  Inc.,  Greyhound  Tower,  Phoe¬ 
nix,  Ariz.,  85077.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express,  news¬ 
papers,  and  mail  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  regular  routes  between  points  in 
Kentucky  as  follows:  FYom  Pineville 
over  U.S.  Highway  119  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  421,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  421  to  Harlan.  Service  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  and  from  all  intermediate 
points  on  the  above-specified  route. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Kentucky  and  Vir¬ 
ginia.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-13498.  Authority  sought 
for  control  by  JACK  PATRICK 
STAFFORD,  2155  Hollyhock  Lane. 
Elm  Grove.  Wis.,  53122,  of  Dahlman 
Truck  Lines,  Inc.,  2041  Madison 
Street,  Stevens  Point,  Wis.,  54481,  of 


control  of  such  rights  through  the 
transaction.  Applicants’  attorney: 
Joseph  E.  Ludden,  P.O.  Box  1503,  La 
Crosse  Wis.,  54601.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  controlled:  Paper  and 
paper  products,  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  regular  routes  from  Tomahawk. 
Wis.,  to  Chicago.  Ill.,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off-route  points  of  Merrill 
and  Mosinee,  Wis,,  and  those  in  the 
town  of  Bradley.  Lincoln  County.  Wis., 
and  Waukegan,  Winnetka,  Wilmette, 
Evanston,  Chicago  Heights  and  Joliet, 

Ill.,  and  the  Chicago,  Ill.,  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
from  Tomahawk  over  U.S.  Highway  51 
to  Stevens  Point,  Wis.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  10  to  Fremont,  Wis,, 
thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  110  to 
Oshkosh,  Wis.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway 
145,  thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway 
145  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  45, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  21,  and  thence 
over  Illinois  Highway  21  to  Chicago: 
and  from  Tomahawk  to  Fremont  as 
specified  above,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  10  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway 
114,  thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway 
114  to  Hilbert,  Wis.,  thence  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  57  to  Milwaukee,  Wis.. 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  38, 
thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  38  to 
Racine,  Wis.,  thence  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  32  to  the  Wisconsin-Illinois 
State  line,  and  thence  over  Illinois 
Highway  40  to  Chicago:  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  paper  and  paper  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  Chicago,  Ill.  to  Tomahawk. 
Wis.,  serving  the  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  of  Merrill  and  Mosinee, 
Wis.,  and  those  in  the  town  of  Brad¬ 
ley,  Lincoln  County,  Wis.,  and  Wauke¬ 
gan,  Winnetka,  Wilmette,  Evanston, 
Chicago  Heights,  and  Joliet,  Ill.,  and 
the  Chicago,  Ill.,  commercial  zone,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission;  from  Chi¬ 
cago  over  the  above-specified  routes  to 
Tomahawk.  Veal  and  eggs,  from 
Edgar,  Wis.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.,  serving  all 
intermediate  and  off-route  points  in 
Marathon  County,  Wis.;  from  Edgar 
over  unnumbered  highway  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  29,  thence  over 
Wisconsin  Highway  29  to  Wau.sau, 
Wis.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  51  via 
Stevens  Point,  Wis.,  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  151,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  151  to  Madison,  Wis.,  thence  over 
city  streets  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  BB,  thence  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  BB  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
12,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  12  to 
junction  U.S.  highway  51.  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  junction  Iliinois 
Highway  72,  thence  over  Illinois  High¬ 
way  72  to  Genoa,  Ill,,  thence  over  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  23  to  Sycamore,  Ill., 
thence  over  Illinois  Highway  64  to  St. 
Charles,  Ill,,  thence  over  Illinois  High¬ 
way  31  to  Geneva.  Ill.,  and  thence  over 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Chicago: 


and  from  Edgar  to  Stevens  Point  as 
specified  above,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  10  to  Fremont  Wis.,  thence  over 
Wisconsin  Highway  110  to  Oshkosh, 
Wis.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  45  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  175, 
thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  175  to 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  Chicago;  and  such  mer¬ 
chandise  as  is  handled  in  rural  stores 
from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Edgar.  Wis.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  in  Marathon  County.  Wis., 
from  Chicago  over  the  above  specified 
routes  to  Edgar.  Paper  and  paper 
products,  as  a  common  carrier  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  from  Tomahawk,  Mer¬ 
rill,  and  Mosinee.  Wis.,  and  points  in 
the  town  of  Bradley,  Lincoln  County. 
Wis.,  to  Menasha,  Wis.,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized.  Feed 
and  fertilizer,  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Wisconsin  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  8.  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized.  Pick¬ 
les,  cabbage,  and  cucumbers,  from  Wa¬ 
terford,  Wis.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Pickles,  cabbage,  cucumbers  and  sauer¬ 
kraut,  from  Trevor,  Wis.,  to  Chicago. 

Ill.,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized.  Wire,  wire  products 
and  fencing  supplies,  from  Sterling, 

Ill.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Wisconsin 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  8,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Farm  machinery  and  farm  supplies, 
from  Chicago.  Ill.,  and  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  in  the  Chicago,  Ill.,  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission  to 
Madison,  Wis.,  and  points  in  Wisconsin 
within  200  miles  of  Madison  located 
on,  north  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  12. 
with  no  transportation  for  compensa¬ 
tion  on  return  except  as  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized.  Seed  and  fertilizer,  from 
Madison,  Wis.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Illinois  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
30,  with  no  transportation  for  compen¬ 
sation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  Cucumbers,  in  salt  water 
brine,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Barron,  Buffalo,  Chippewa, 
Dunn,  Jackson,  Pepin,  Rusk  and 
Trempealeau  Counties,  WYs.,  to  West 
Chicago,  Ill;  and  used  salt  water  brine, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  West 
Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Barron,  Buf¬ 
falo,  Chippewa,  Dunn,  Jackson.  Pepin. 
Rusk  and  Trempealeau  Counties,  Wis., 
Casein,  food,  casein  equipment  and 
empty  containers  for  casein,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Wisconsin 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Antigo, 
Wis.,  and  extending  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  47  to  Appleton,  Wis.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Pond  du  Lac, 
Wis.,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
23  to  Wisconsin  Dells,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  12  to  Eau  Claire.  Wis., 
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thence  along  U.S.  Highway  53  to 
Bloomer.  Wis..  and  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  64  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning.  including  points  on  the  indicated 
portions  of  the  highways  specified,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  Canned  goods,  from  Pitts- 
ville,  Wis.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Clothing,  from  Wisconsin  Rapids, 
Wis.,  to  Chicago,  Ill.;  and  cloth,  from 
Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Wisconsin  Rapids, 
Wis.  Paint,  paint  supplies  and  wall 
paper,  between  Wisconsin  Rapids, 
Wis.,  and  Chicago,  Ill.  Such  merchan¬ 
dise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale  food 
business  houses,  and  in  connection 
therewith,  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies,  when  moving  from,  to  or  be¬ 
tween  warehouses,  plants  or  other  fa¬ 
cilities  of  food  manufacturing  plants 
or  wholesale  food  business  houses,  be¬ 
tween  Chicago,  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part 
of  Wisconsin  on,  north  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  12.  Paper  and  paper 
products,  from  Stevens  Point,  Biron 
and  Wisconsin  Rapids,  Wis.,  to  Chica¬ 
go,  Ill.,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  oth¬ 
erwise  authorized.  Jack  Patrick  Staf¬ 
ford,  an  individual,  holds  no  authority 
from  the  Interstate  Corrunerce  Com¬ 
mission  but  is  affiliated  with  Stafford 
Trucking,  inc.,  which  holds  authority 
from  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  MC  117370  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  and  is  authorized  to  operate  in  the 
States  of  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Pennsylvania,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Ohio,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Missouri, 
Kentucky,  West  Virginia,  South 
Dakota,  North  Dakota  and  Nebraska. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  tempK)- 
rary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 

Operating  Rights  Application(s)  Di¬ 
rectly  Related  to  Finance  Proceed¬ 
ings 

NOTICE 

The  following  operating  rights 
application(s)  are  filed  in  connection 
with  pending  finance  applications 
under  section  5(2)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  or  seek  tacking  and/or 
gateway  elimination  in  connection 
with  transfer  applications  under  sec¬ 
tion  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  pro¬ 
tests  to  the  granting  of  the  authorities 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  on 
or  before  March  20,  1978.  Such  pro¬ 
tests  shall  comply  with  special  rules 
247(d)  of  the  Commission’s  general 
rules  of  practice  (49  CFR  1100.247) 
and  include  a  concise  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
and  copies  of  its  conflicting  authori¬ 
ties.  Verified  statements  in  opposition 
should  not  be  tendered  at  this  time.  A 


copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  applicant  if  no  represen¬ 
tative  is  named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  60430  (Sub-No.  26).  filed 
January  3,  1978.  Applicant:  FRIED¬ 
MAN’S  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
480,  Wilkes  Barre  (Dorrance),  Pa. 
18703.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357,  Glad¬ 
stone,  N.J,  07934.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusal  value,  class  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment),  between  Phillipsburg, 
N.J.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  from  Phil¬ 
lipsburg  over  Route  31  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  202,  then  across  bridge 
near  Lambertsville,  N.J.,  to  reenter 
Pennsylvania  at  New  Hope,  then  over 
U.S.  Highway  611  to  Philadelphia,  as 
an  alternate  route  for  operating  conve¬ 
nience  only,  serving  no  intermediate 
points. 

Note.— Applicant  states  that  the  purpose 
of  this  application  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Regalsville,  N.J..  and  to  obtain  an  al¬ 
ternate  route;  these  are  matters  directly  re¬ 
lated  to  a  section  5(2)  proceeding  in  MC-F- 
13472,  published  in  a  previous  section  of 
this  Federal  Register  issue.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  or  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  14314  (Sub-No.  26).  (partial 
correction),  filed  November  29,  1977, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  January  26,  1978,  and  repub¬ 
lished,  as  corrected,  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  DUFF  TRUCKLINE.  INC., 
Broadw'ay  and  Vine  Street,  Lima,  Ohio 
45802.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
David  Millner,  P.O.  Box  1409,  167 
Fairfield  Road,  Fairfield,  N.J.  07006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
General  commodities,  (except  class  A 
and  B  explosives,  livestock,  grain,  pe¬ 
troleum  products,  in  bulk,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment),  serving  to  and  from 
points  in  Marion  County,  Ind.,  as  in¬ 
termediate  or  off-route  points  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  regular  routes 
operations  to  or  from  Indianapolis, 
Ind.;  between  Huntington,  Ind.,  and 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  serving  no  interme¬ 
diate  points,  but  serving  the  off-route 
point  of  Marion.  Ind.;  from  Hunting- 
ton  over  U.S.  Highway  24  to  Fort 
Wayne,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  partial  correc¬ 
tion  is  to  show  that  applicant  intends  to 
serve  no  intermediate  points  on  the  route 
between  Huntington  and  Port  Wayne,  Ind. 


The  rest  remains  as  previously  published. 
This  application  is  directly  related  to  MC- 
F-13443  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  January  26.  1978.  The  purpose  of 
the  application  is  to  eliminate  certain  re¬ 
strictions  in  the  authority  sought  to  be  pur¬ 
chased.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus. 
Ohio,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 
Notice 

The  following  letter-notices  to  oper¬ 
ate  over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  under  the  Deviation 
Rules— Motor  Carrier  of  Passengers 
(49  CFR  1042.(0(9)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in 
the  manner  and  form  provided  in  such 
rules  at  any  time,  but  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  on  or 
before  March  20,  1978. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 


No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  733) 
(Cancels  Deviation  No.  731),  GREY¬ 
HOUND  LINES.  INC.,  Greyhound 
Tower,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85077,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  24,  1978.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  and  express  and  newspapers  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  over 
deviation  routes  as  follows:  Prom  junc¬ 
tion  Virginia  Highway  69  and  U.S. 
Highway  52  over  Virginia  Highway  69 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  77, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  77  to 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  with  the  following 
access  routes:  (1)  Prom  Hillsville,  Va., 
over  U.S.  Highway  58  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  77,  and  (2)  FYom  Mt. 
Airy,  N.C.,  over  North  Carolina  High¬ 
way  89  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
77  and  return  over  the  same  routes  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  pas¬ 
sengers  and  the  same  property  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
Prom  junction  Virginia  Highway  69 
and  U.S.  Highway  52  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52  via  Hillsville,  Va.,  and  Mt.  Airy, 
N.C.  to  Winston-Salem.  N.C.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  158  to  Mocksville, 
N.C.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  64  to 
Statesville,  N.C.,  thence  over  North 
Carolina  Highway  115  via  Sheperd, 
Mooresville,  Davidson,  and  Hunters¬ 
ville,  N.C.,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
21,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  21  to 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-4174  Filed  2-15-78;  8;45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  of  meetings  published  under  the  "Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (Pub.  L.  91-409),  5  U.S.C. 
552b(e)(3). 
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[6351-01] 

1 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION 
OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
Federal  Register  of  February  14, 
1978,  S-347-78. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OP  THE  MEETING:  10 
a.m.,  February  17,  1978. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Two 
additional  subjects  to  be  added  to  the 
meeting: 

Open 

1.  Raw  Sugar  Spot  Prices:  Request  by  New 
York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange.  Inc. 
for  expedited  approval  under  section 
5a(12). 

Closed 

2.  Enforcement  matter. 

[S-365-78  Piled  2-14-78;  3:17  pm] 


[6740-02] 

2 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION 
OP  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
43  PR  5914,  February  10.  1978. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OF  MEETING:  10  a.m., 
February  15,  1978. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The 
following  items  have  been  added: 

Item  No.,  Docket  No.,  and  Company 

CP-7.— CP77-273,  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas 
Co. 

CP-7.— CP77-328,  Lone  Star  Gas  Co. 
CP-26.— CP78-76,  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Corp. 


CP-27.— CP77-240,  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Corp. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(S-367-78  Filed  2-14-78;  3:31  pm] 


[7020-02] 

3 

[USITC  SE-78-7] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COM¬ 
MISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2  p.m.,  Wednesday, 
March  1.  1978. 

PLACE:  Room  117,  701  E  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20436. 

STATUS:  Open  to  the  public. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Agenda. 

2.  Minutes. 

3.  Ratifications. 

4.  Petitions  and  complaints  (if  necessary): 
(a)  Luggage  (Docket  No.  494).  (b)  Misuse  of 
trademark  (Docket  No.  495).  (c)  Certain 
gems  (Docket  No.  496). 

5.  Any  items  left  over  from  previous 
agenda. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Kenneth  R.  Mason,  Secretary,  202- 
523-0161. 

tS-366-78  Filed  2-14-78;  3:22  pm] 


[7035-01] 

4 

February  14,  1978. 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COM¬ 
MISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Tuesday, 
February  21,  1978. 

PLACE:  Room  4225,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  Building,  12  th 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  regular  confernce. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Status  of  intercorporate  hauling  and 
policy  options  availabie.  (Briefing  by 
section  of  operating  rights,  discussion 
and  possible  voting.) 

2.  Aggregated  commodities  and  the  heavy 
hauler  definition  (MC-C-9873  Policy 
Considerations).  (Briefing  by  section  of 
operating  rights  and  discussion.) 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 


Douglas  Baldwin,  Director,  Office  of 
Communications,  telephone  202-275- 
7252. 

The  Commission’s  professional  staff 
will  be  available  to  brief  news  media 
representatives  on  conference  issues  at 
the  conclusion  of  the  meeting. 

[S-368-78  Piled  2-14-78;  3:54  pm] 


[7590-01] 

5 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COM¬ 
MISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2  p.m.,  Thursday, 
February  9,  1978. 

APPROVAL:  By  unanimous  vote  on 
February  8,  1978,  the  Commission  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
552b(e)(l)  and  §  9.107(a)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  that  Commission  busi¬ 
ness  requires  that  this  agenda  item  be 
held  on  less  than  1  week’s  notice  to 
the  public  in  order  to  complete  action 
on  the  item. 

PLACE:  Commissioners’  Conference 
Room.  1717  H  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS:  Open 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Discussion  of  response  to  motion  by 
States  of  New  York,  Wisconsin,  and 
Ohio  regarding  economic  impacts  of 
the  uranium  fuel  cycle  in  the  S-3  Ru¬ 
lemaking  Proceeding  (continued  from 
February  8,  1977.) 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Walter  Magee.  202-634-1410. 

Dated:  February  9,  19'ti8. 

Walter  Magee, 

Chief,  Operations  Branch, 
Office  of  the  Secretary. 
[S-364-78  Piled  2-14-78;  3:00  pm] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING 
SCHEDULE:  Additional  meeting  held. 

The  Commission  held  a  closed  meet¬ 
ing  on  February  13.  1978,  at  1  p.m.  to 
discuss  the  following  matter: 
Suspension  of  trading. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  or  his  designee,  certified  that. 
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in  his  opinion,  the  item  considered  at 
the  closed  meeting  was  so  considered 
pursuant  to  one  or  more  of  the  exemp¬ 
tions  set  forth  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(4)(8)(9)(A)  and  (10)  and  17 
CFR  200.402(a)(8)(9)(9)  and  (10). 

Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans,  Pol¬ 
lack  and  Karmel  determined  that 
Commission  business  required  the  ad¬ 
ditional  matter  to  be  considered  and 
that  no  earlier  notice  thereof  was  pos¬ 
sible. 

February  13,  1978. 

[S-361-78  Filed  2-14-78;  10:46  am) 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant 
tothe  provisions  of  the  Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act,  Pub.  L.  94-409,  that 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  will  hold  the  following  meetings 
during  the  week  of  February  21,  1978, 
in  Room  825,  500  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washin^on,  D.C. 

A  closed  meeting  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  February  21,  1978,  at  10  a.m. 
An  open  meeting  will  be  held  on 
Wednesday,  February  22,  1977,  at  10 
a.m.,  followed  by  the  closed  meeting. 

The  Commissioners,  their  legal  assis¬ 
tants,  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  recording  secretaries  will 
attend  the  closed  meeting.  Certain 
staff  members  who  are  responsible  for 


the  calendared  matters  may  be  pre¬ 
sent. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  or  his  designee,  has  certified 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  items  to  be 
considered  at  the  closed  meetings  may 
be  so  considered  pursuant  to  one  or 
more  of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(4)(8)(9)(A)  and  (10)  and 
17  CFR  200.402(a)(8)(9)(i)  and  (10). 

Commissioners  Loomis.  Evans  Pol¬ 
lack,  and  Karmel  determined  to  hold 
the  aforesaid  meeting  in  closed  ses¬ 
sion. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  Feb¬ 
ruary  21,  1978,  at  10  a.m.  will  be: 

Formal  order  of  investigation. 

Referral  of  investigative  files  to  Federal, 
State  or  Self -Regulatory  authorities. 

Chapter  X  proceeding. 

Institution  of  injunctive  actions. 

Settlement  of  injunctive  action. 

Institution  of  administrative  proceeding 
of  an  enforcement  nature. 

Request  for  no-action  letter. 

Other  litigation  matter. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday, 
February  22,  1978,  at  10  a.m.  will  be: 

1.  Consideration  of  the  continued  ins- 
suance  by  the  Division  of  Corporation 
Finance  of  no-action  letters  to  the  effect 
that  the  sales  of  tax-exempt  securities 
by  non-profit  entities  to  finance  low  rent 
housing  under  section  8  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1937  are  exempt  from  registration 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  3(a)(2). 

2.  Consideration  of  a  request  by  Mr. 


Darwan  DeLapp  that  the  Commission 
review  the  determination  of  the  Division 
of  Corporation  Finance  concerning  a 
shareholder  proposal  that  Mr.  DeLapp 
submitted  to  American  Cyanamid  Co. 

3.  Consideration  of  a  request  by  Mr.  Irwin 
Jaffe  that  the  Commission  review  the 
determination  of  the  Division  of  Corpo¬ 
ration  Finance  concerning  a  shareholder 
proposal  that  Mr.  Jaffe  submitted  to 
Uniroyal.  Inc. 

4.  Consideration  of  whether  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  deny  the  no-action  requests 
of  Citicorp,  Motorola,  and  issuers  simi¬ 
larly  situated,  on  the  basis  that  a  repre¬ 
sentation  that  business  activities  in  the 
Republic  of  South  Africa  constitute  less 
than  1  percent  of  the  issuers’  total  sales, 
earnings  or  assets  is  not  determinative 
of  whether  the  subject  matters  of  the 
proposal  is  significantly  related  to  the 
business  of  the  issuers  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  Rule  14a-8(c)(5)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

5.  Consideration  of  the  issuance  of  a  re¬ 
lease  extending  until  August  1,  1978,  the 
temporary  provisions  of  the  net  capital 
rule  (Rule  15c3-l  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934)  concerning  specific 
receivables  and  undue  concentration  de¬ 
ductions  relating  to  transactions  in  mu- 
micipal  securities. 

The  subject  of  the  closed  meeting 
scheduled  for  Wednesday,  February 
22,  1978,  immediately  following  the  10 
a.m.  open  meeting,  will  be: 

Opinion. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Myrna  Siegel  at  202-755-1183,  or 

John  P.  Sweeney  at  202-376-7077. 
February  13,  1978. 

[S-362-78  Filed  2-14-78;  10:46  am) 
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